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We have an 
interesting brochure 
“Suggestions 


Investment needs differ, but these 
Cheltenham and Gloucester facilities, 
either singly or in combination, will 
meet most requirements. May we 
send you details ? 


CHELTENHAM &GLOUCESTER 


BUILDING SOCIETY 
Established in 1830 
MEMBER OF THE BUILDING SOCIETIES ASSOCIATION 
General Manager and Secretory: 3. %. Viliican, PCA, PRS. 
DEPOSITS I THIS SOCIETY ARE TRUSTEE INVESTMENTS 


CLARENCE STREET . CHELTENHAM™M 
Branch : Gloucester, Hereford, Oxford, 
Offices for a ee 








THE 


GUARANTEE SOCIETY 


LIMITED 
FOUNDED IN 1840 


Solicitors are invited to approach the Society when 
requiring any class of 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE 


COURT BONDS, including ADMINISTRATION 
BONDS, arranged on most favourable terms 
also 


INDEMNITIES 


in respect of missing beneficiaries, lost documents, 
defective titles, and other contingencies 


Head Office: 
36/37 OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C.2 
Tel.: METropolitan 6242 
BRANCHES IN MOST OF THE PRINCIPAL TOWNS 





To 
help 


a blind person cross the road. Which of us would not pause 
to do this kindness? The R.N.1.B. is ceaselessiy at work 
helping the blind with training and friendship to cross the 
many roads of life and face its darkness with high courage. 
Please help this work by commending the R.N.1.B. when you 
advise clients on the preparation of their wills. 


RN IB the helping hand 
for all Britain’s blind 


(MB ROYAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR THE BLIND, 224 GT. PORTLAND STREET, LONDON, w 1 
(Registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act, 1948) 
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DARTFORD, KENT 


1$ mile Town Centre 
An Important 


FREEHOLD BUILDING SITE 


With planning permission for 23 Maisonettes or Flats 


Comprising the former St. Mary’s Home, Stone 








[From LONDON PRINCES ROAD A2_ 
7 u Pr | 
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In an area of rapid residential and Industrial Development near the junction of A2 and the New Dartford Thames 
Tunnel Road and with road access from A259 and pedestrian access to the main Dartford—Gravesend Road. 
200 feet up and with fine views of the lower Thames Estuary. 


FOR SALE BY AUCTION AS A WHOLE OR IN 2 LOTS 
at the Royal Victoria & Bull Hotel, Dartford on 21st June, at 2.30 p.m. (un/ess previously sold) 
Solicitors ; Messrs. Thwaytes, 5/6 Clement’s Inn, London, W.C.2. Holborn 2157 


Auctioneers: KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY 


20, HANOVER SQUARE, W.1 


HEREFORD OFFICE: 14 BROAD STREET (TEL. 3087/88) 





























security ESTABLISHED 1896 
efficiency 
continuity 


A FULL RANGE OF TRUST SERVICES FOR || ae ear 
INDIVIDUALS AND ORGANIZATIONS SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 


Trusteeship of settlements 


J. TREVOR & SONS 


Administration of estates 
Executorship of wills Specialists in Shop Premises 
Management of pension funds, investment 

companies and other corporations. 
Registrar and Transfer Agent 





throughout the United Kingdom 


Nominee, Attorney and Agency Work and property management 
Trusteeship for Debenture holders 


The Bank of 


Nova Scotia Trust Company | coms ir aaa 
mayan nigy we | 58 GROSVENOR STREET, W.1 
ay Street, Nassau, Bahamas | 


Inquiries may be directed to the headquarters of the 


Trust Company in Nassau, or to any of the bank's Telephone: MAYfair 8151 (13 lines) 
offices in Canada, London, New York or Chicago. | 


London: 24/26, Walbrook, E.C.4, and 11, Waterloo Place, S.W.!. 
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CURRENT TOPICS 


Birthday Honours 


WE congratulate all the lawyers whose names appeared in 
the Queen's Birthday Honours List and are set out at 
p. 534 of this issue. We were particularly pleased to find the 
names of two members of The Law Society amongst the 
Knights Bachelor, that of the president, Mr. Denys THEODORE 
Hicks, and that of Mr. Ropert Joun Davies, a Llandudno 
solicitor upon whom the accolade is to be conferred in respect 
of political and public services in Wales. 


Admission to Committee Meetings 


THE Public Bodies (Admission to Meetings) Act, 1960, 
which came into force on Ist June, 1961, provides that: 
‘Any meeting of a local authority or other body exercising 
public functions . . . shall be open to the public ”’ (s. 1 (1)), 
and the Act extends “to any committee of the body whose 
members consist of or include all members of the body ”’ 
(s. 2 (1)). Some committees of local authorities, especially 
Finance and General Purposes Committees, usually consist 
of all members of the council, and several local authorities 
have sought to avoid the effect of the Act of 1960 by 
reducing the numbers on those committees. Indeed, the 
attitude of one councillor was: “ If we can evade the Act let 
us evade it.”’ It may be asked whether councils are justified 
in taking such steps to enable their committees which would 
otherwise be open to the public to sit in private, especially as 
the Act expressly provides that : “‘ A body may, by resolution, 
exclude the public from a meeting . . . whenever publicity 
would be prejudicial to the public interest by reason of the 
confidential nature of the business to be transacted or for other 
special reasons stated in the resolution and arising from the 
nature of that business or of the proceedings” (s. 1 (2)). 
The MINISTER OF HousING AND LocAL GOVERNMENT appears 
to disapprove of the practice, although, in a recent circular 
issued by the Ministry of Housing and Local Gov »rnment, he 
recognises that for small authorities committees consisting of 
all or nearly all the members of the Council may be the only 
convenient way to transact business ; and that some of these 
committees may deal with matters which have to be discussed 
in private. In such cases he concedes that a reduction of the 
committees by one or two members might be the sensible 
arrangement, but he says that it would be “ quite wrong ” 
to use this device merely to defeat the purposes of the Act and 
asks any authority which uses it “ to make sure that it does 
not result in the public and Press being excluded from 
discussion of matters which ought to be openly debated.” 
Many people will sympathise with these sentiments and hope 
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that, in so far as it applies to committees of local authorities, 
the object of this worthwhile piece of legislation will not be 
defeated before it has had the chance to prove its value. 


Publication to Husband 


ALTHOUGH for many purposes a husband and wife are 
regarded as one person, a defamatory statement made to a 
husband about his wife, or to a wife about her husband, is a 
sufficient publication: Wenman v. Ash (1853), 13 C.B. 836. 
In a recent case at Lincolnshire Assizes, HINCHCLIFFE, J., 
awarded damages to a wife in respect of a letter addressed to 
her falsely alleging that she was a brothel-keeper and a thief 
because the letter had been published to her husband, who 
opened it in the mistaken belief that it was an election address. 
As a general rule, it is “ impossible successfully to contend 

. that if a person, in breach of his duty, were to open a 
letter, and there was no reason to expect that he would commit 
that breach of duty, the fact that he had opened it and read 
it would amount to publication by the person who sent it ”’ 
(per Lord Reading, C.J., in Huth v. Huth [1915] 3 K.B. 32). 
On the other hand, the writer of a defamatory letter may be 
liable if he knew that the letter would be likely to be opened 
and read by some person other than the person to whom it was 
addressed Pullman v. Hill [1891] 1 Q.B. 524), 
and it would seem that the courts are prepared to allow that 
husbands are likely to open letters addressed to their wives. 


(see, e.g., 


Infants and the Limitation Act 


In a recent case at Leeds Assizes, it appeared that the 
plaintiff, a haulage hand, who was at the date of the hearing 
twenty-three years of age, had been injured in the defendants’ 
colliery when he was struck in the back by a set of tubs. 
The injuries were received on 8th June, 1955, but the writ 
in the action was not issued until 30th July, 1958, and for 
this reason, in the normal way, the action would have been 
statute-barred, because s. 2 (1) of the Limitation Act, 1939, 
as amended by s. 2 (1) of the Law Reform (Limitation of 
Actions, etc.) Act, 1954, stipulates that in the case of actions 
for damages for, inter alia, negligence or breach of duty, 
where the damages claimed by the plaintiff for the negligence 
or breach of duty consist of or include damages in respect 
of personal injuries, the action shall be barred after the expira- 
tion of three years from the date on which the cause of action 
accrued. However, in this case there were what MEGaw, J 
called ‘‘ curious circumstances,” 


as the people with whom the 
plaintiff had lived since he was a baby were not his parents 
but an uncle and aunt by marriage. The plaintiff's mother 
had died when he was two days old and, in view of the fact 
that the plaintiff's father was left with eight other children, 
the plaintiff had gone to his uncle and aunt. 
circumstances 


These “* curious 
22 of the Act of 
1939, as amended by s. 2 (2) of the 1954 Act, provides for 
an extension of the limitation period if it is proved that 
a plaintiff under disability (in the case in question, infancy) 
was not, at the time when the right of action accrued to him, 
“in the custody of a parent.” It was conceded that the 
plaintiff was not “in the custody of a parent ’’ at the time 
when the right of action accrued and it followed that his 
action was not statute-barred. This decision may be com- 
pared with Woodward v. Hastings Corporation [1944] K.B. 671, 
where, at the material time, the infant plaintiff spent his 
school holidays at home with his mother, and his father, who 
was in the Royal Navy, came home on leave and kept in 


were relevant because s. 
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touch with his home by post. It was found that the infant 
was in the custody of his parents when the right of action 
accrued. 


Avoiding Anarchy 


Ir is well established that a person is entitled to use 
reasonable force to defend himself, his property, members of 
his family and his master or servant against an actual or 
threatened attack (Dale v. Wood (1822), 7 Moore 33), but the 
force used must be proportionate to the assault (Cockcroft 
v. Smith (1705), 2 Salk. 642). The rights of the defender 
do not go beyond this, and it is clear that no person is entitled 
to take the law into his own hands and punish the wrongdoer. 
This was stressed by Mr. J. F. Mitwarp, the stipendiary 
magistrate, in a recent case at Birmingham Magistrates’ 
Court. Four men believed that another, who had been 
questioned and released by the police, had attempted to rape 
a four-year-old girl. They went round to his lodgings and 
frog-marched him to a car, in which they took him out into 
the country. There they administered “‘ rough and summary 
justice”’ which led to their being convicted of assault 
occasioning actual bodily harm contrary to s. 47 of the 
Offences against the Person Act, 1861. The learned magistrate 
told the four men: “A citizen is entitled to protect himself, 
his property and other people. But when the crime is past 
a person is not entitled to indulge in private revenge. That 
thing only leads to anarchy.’ It is interesting to note that 
Mr. Milward said that a person is entitled to protect “ other 
people ’’ as at one time there was some doubt as to whether 
the right of self-defence extended thus far. However, in 
The People v. Keatley [1954] Ir. R. 12, the court accepted the 
proposition that “‘ every man has the right of defending any 
man by reasonable force against unlawful force,”’ and it may 
be that the seeds of this rule were sown in Handcock v. Baker 
(1800), 2 Bos. & P. 260. In that case the defendants broke 
and entered the plaintiff's house in order to prevent him 
from murdering his wife. The plaintiff claimed damages for 
trespass but his action failed as the court believed that, in 
the circumstances, the defendants’ acts were justifiable. 
Admittedly, in this case, the assault in question amounted to 
a felony. 


Corruption at the Garage 


For better or for worse, the days of the compulsory testing 
of motor vehicles are now upon us and at Reading Magistrates’ 
Court a man was recently fined £2 for attempting to obtain a 
certificate of roadworthiness by offering a bribe. He was 
charged with offering 10s. “as an inducement to show him 
favour by granting a motor test certificate’ and it appeared 
that the proceedings were brought under the Prevention of 
Corruption Act, 1906. Section 1 (1) of that Act provides, 
inter alia, that an offence is committed by any person who 
“corruptly gives or agrees to give or offers any gift or 
consideration to any agent as an inducement or reward for 

. Showing or forbearing to show favour or disfavour to 
any person in relation to his principal’s affairs or business.” 
A person serving under the Crown or under any corporation 
or any municipal borough, county, or district council is an 
“ agent "’ within the meaning of this Act and it has been 
held that a police constable whilst in the execution of his duty 
and acting for his employer, the chief constable, comes within 
this definition : Graham v. Hart 1908 S.C. 26. It seems that 
a garage proprietor authorised to conduct tests is in the same 
category. 
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Our lavestov8 
come trom ah walks of like / 


—more than 60,000 of them resting happy and 
content—knowing that the Leicester Permanent 
is looking after their interests, certain that their 
money is absolutely safe and yet is readily avail- 
able when required. Why not come and join 
them ? Whether you have £1 to invest or £5,000, 
there’s no better place to put it for real peace 
of mind. 


LEICESTER PERMANENT 


—the most progressive 
of the larger Building Societies 


ASSETS EXCEED £68,500,000 
RESERVES EXCEED £3,380,000 


DEPOSITS IN THE SOCIETY ARE TRUSTEE INVESTMENTS 
MEMBER OF THE BUILDING SOCIETIES ASSOCIATION 


Head Office: WELFORD PLACE, LEICESTER 
London Office: FITZHERBERT HOUSE, 49 PARK LANE, W.1 


BRANCH OFFICES AND AGeNCTIES THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY 








WE ARE PLEASED TO ANNOUNCE that in 
July this company will be opening a branch office 
in Chancery Lane for the maintaining of Solicitors’ 


Account Records on accounting machines on a 
service basis. 


The service will be jcomprehensive and will 
include :— 


* CLIENTS’ LEDGER ACCOUNTS 

* DISBURSEMENT ACCOUNTS 

* NOMINAL LEDGER ACCOUNTS 

* CASH BOOKS 

* BILLS DELIVERED BOOKS 

* PAYROLLS 

* TRUST ACCOUNTS 

* INCOME TAX MATTERS 

Thus Solicitors will be able to secure for their 

firms all the advantages of machine accounting 


with the latest techniques and at the same time 
REDUCE COSTS! 


The accounts would be maintained right UP 
TO DATE, and all confidences STRICTLY 
preserved. 


Our consultants would be happy to advise 
on how firms could obtain maximum benefits 
from the service —free of charge and without 
obligation. 


Write or phone:— THO 4948. 


CENTRALISED ACCOUNTING 
SERVICES, LTD. 


(SOLICITORS’ SECTION) 


53 High Street, Thornton Heath, Surrey 
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Must 
SSAFA 


give up 
this vital 


$e work ? 


Two YEAKS AND TWO MONTHS AGO, Marjorie Thomas was 
happily married to a Flight Sergeant in the R.A.F. She and her 
three children had just joined him in comfortable married quarters 
out in Hong Kong. 

The only problem in their lives was their daughter Jill—born 
deaf and dumb, blind in one eye, and incapable of doing anything 
for herself. After eleven years, this was a problem they had learnt 
to live with. But no schooling on earth could have prepared them 
for what followed. 


First, Marjorie got cancer. It meant a serious operation .. . yet 
somehow they coped. 

Then, a few wecks after she returned, weak but convalescent, 
her husband Peter was struck down by polio, and died in hospital. 

And so Marjorie came back to England to start life again single- 
handed. Back to the only house she could afford: two bedrooms 
only—and no inside sanitation. 

Not surprisingly, the effort of looking after the two boys, who 
were too young to understand or help, and Jill as well (she is doubly 
incontinent at night) nearly broke her. Luckily, though, she had a 
friend—SSAFA. 

SSAFA met her when she arrived in England, heart-broken and 
bewildered . . and they have been at her side ever since. From 
time to time, they take the boys during school holidays, to give 
Marjorie a rest. When the house was condemned, SSAFA helped 
find a new one (and found legal fees and removal expenses too). 
And, above al!, SSAFA have worked untiringly to find some home 
or hospital who will take Jill. 

Strictly speaking, of course, this isn’t SSAFA’s business. And 
anyway, it’s only a matter of approaching the right department, 
you would think. Yet in two years of non-stop effort, no one has yet 
agreed to care for this totally handicapped girl. It’s a sad case, they 
say. Somebody should do something. It’s reached Ministerial level. 
And so on. 

No doubt a decision will come soon. Meanwhile, you can see 
why—even in the “welfare” State—there is real need for organiza- 
tions like SSAFA, to help shoulder burdens that do not come under 
any “‘official’’ category. 

Should we refuse such help? You will get only one answer from 
SSAFA’s army of 15,000 voluntary, unpaid workers. But it all costs 
money—about £ 150,000 a year, in fact. A sum which helps roughly 
a hundred thousand service or ex-service families who are in 
difficulties, and have no one else to turn to. 

Unhappily, costs rise all the time, leaving us desperately short of 
money—often leaving us no option but to refuse other cases just as 
heart-rending as that of the Thomas family. . . unless you, and many 
others, can increase the scale of your help. 

Please do! Any assistance you can give will be so gratefully 
received. 

This is an actual case from SSAF A’s files. In order ti 


maintain the strict confidence in which SSAF A 
works, the names are changed, and the drawing ts no 


@ (iKeness. 


23 QUEEN ANNE’S GATE 
LONDON, S.W.1. 
Soldiers’, Sailors’, and Airmen’s Families Association 
Tell your clients about this when they consult you about legacies 


PLEASE REMEMBER SSAFA 


“ The Solicitors’ Journal" 
Friday, June 16, 1961 


rthritis and other 
heumatic diseases 


cripple millions: 


EMPIRE 
HEUMATISM 
COUNGIL 


needs your help 
for urgent research 


One person in three over 40 gets rheumatism. Millions 
are crippled every year by the rheumatic diseases, which 
include rheumatoid-arthritis, osteo-arthritis, gout, fibrositis 
and spondylitis. The only hope lies in intensive research— 
such as ihe Empire Rheumatism Council is now actively 


pursuing with promising results. Your support is urgently 
needed. 


When advising clients on bequests, please remember the 


EMPIRE RHEUMATISM COUNCIL 


President : H.R.H. The Duke of Gloucester, K.G. 
Chairman : Dr. W. S. C. Copeman, 0.B.£., F.R.C.P. 


Faraday House (N.4), 8, Charing Cross Road, London, W.C.2. 














FORM OF BEQUEST: 


I give and bequeath the sum of ____.____.pounds free 
of duty to EMPIRE RHEUMATISM COUNCIL, whose 
registered office is at Faraday House, 8, Charing Cross 
Road, London, W.C.2, such sum to be applicable to the 
general purposes of the Council towards the promotion 
of its objects, viz.: To organise research throughout the 
British Empire into the causes, and means of treatment, 
of Rheumatic Diseases. 
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RENT AND TIME 


Tue late Dr. R. S. Aspinall died at 8.30 in the morning of 
25th December, 1954. By his will he left certain leasehold 
property to his widow for life and then to his son absolutely. 
Among these leasehold properties, there were three which 
gave rise to matters of some interest because in two of these 
leases provision was made for the tenant to pay his rent on 
25th December in advance, and in one lease provision was 
made for him to pay his rent on 25th December in arrear. In 
Re Aspinall’s Will Trusts ; Aspinall v. Aspinall, p. 529, post, 
it was contended before Buckley, J., on behalf of the 
remainderman, that all rents which the tenants agreed to 
pay on 25th December belonged to the testator inter vivos, 
and accordingly on his death they formed part of his capital. 
The argument was put in this way: rent is due on the 
morning which is appointed for payment and became payable 
to the testator the moment after the beginning of the day 
specified ; here it became due on the first moment of 
25th December, 1954. Further it was argued that in the 
eyes of the law the testator was to be deemed to have been 
alive for the whole of the day on which he died. It followed 
that if this argument was accepted by the court no apportion- 
ment could take place, because it has been held by the Court 
of Appeal in Ellis v. Rowbotham [1900] 1 0.B. 740, that the 
Apportionment Act, 1870, did not apply to events which 
had accrued before the happening of the event by reason of 
which it was proposed to apply the Act. 


Submissions 
This argument contained two quite separate but most 


interesting submissions: first that the rent belonged to the 
landlord from the first moment of the day on which it was 
made payable, and secondly that the court would not recognise 


fractions of a day. Logically, in order to decide whether 
these rents belonged to the landlord inter vivos the judge had 
to decide first the exact time of the landlord’s death. 


In support of the argument that the landlord was to be 
treated as having been alive for the whole of the day on which 
he died, reliance was placed on Lester v. Garland (1808), 
15 Ves. 248, and especially on the sentence at p. 257: ‘‘ The 
effect is to render the day a sort of indivisible point ; so that 
any act, done in the compass of it, is no more referable to 
any one, than to any other, portion if it; but the act and 
the day are co-extensive; and therefore the act cannot 
properly be said to be passed until the day is passed.” 


Fractions of a day ? 

Now it would be very surprising if such a general rule 
existed, and if it existed it would be even more surprising if 
it was applicable to landlord and tenant cases; surprising 
because many of these cases depend on the question whether 
the payment of rent was made after sunrise and before sunset, 
and further because in so many cases involving landlord and 
tenant evidence was adduced of the actual time of the day when 
payment of rent was made, e.g., Doe d. Wheeldon v. Paul (1829), 
3 Car. & P. 613. The proposition became even more sur- 
prising because this was by no means the first time that a 
landlord had died on a quarter day, and in all the older cases 
in which the question had to be considered the point was 
never taken, and in many of these cases the court admitted 
evidence of the actual time of death. 


Accordingly it was important to consider how far this 
alleged rule of Lester v, Garland was applicable, Did it 


have a general application ? If it did have a general applica- 
tion was it applicable in particular to the case of landlord and 
tenant and of a landlord dying on a quarter day ? 


Upon analysis it will be observed that all Lester v. Garland 
really decided was that when time is allowed from a particular 
period for a party to do any act the first day is to be reckoned 
exclusively: see Parke, B., in Young v. Higgon (1840), 
6 M. & W. 49, at p. 53. Further in Lester v. Garland the 
Master of the Rolls himself said, at the beginning of the 
paragraph which is quoted in support of the contention that 
the courts will not recognise fractions of a day, that “it is 
not necessary to lay down any general rule upon the subject.”’ 
It is submitted, with respect, that no such general rule 
requiring the court to ignore fractions of a day exists. This 
is supported by authority going back to at least 1763, when 
in Coombe v. Pitt, 3 Burr., at p. 1423, Lord Mansfield said : 
‘ But though the law does not, in general, allow of the fraction 
of a day, yet it admits it in cases where it is necessary to 
distinguish. And I do not see why the very hour may not 
be so too, where it is necessary and can be done: for it is 
not like a mathematical point, which cannot be divided.” 
This obiter dictum receives further support in the much more 
recent case of Re North ; ex parte Hasluck [1895] 2 O.B. 264, 
at p. 269, where Lord Esher said :— 

“No general rule exists for the computation of time either 
under the Bankruptcy Act or any other statute, or, indeed, 
where time is mentioned in a contract, and the rational mode 
of computation is to have regard in each case to the purpose for 
which the computation is to be made. Notwithstanding the 
elaborate array of authorities which have been cited to us, 
they seem on being sifted to contain no binding rule to the 
effect that time must be computed according to a hard and 
fast rule .. . To say that by the common law part of a day 
is the whole of a day is to say something which is contrary 
to the truth ; it is a technical rule which was imposed upon the 
law with the result of bringing the law into disrepute. It is 
immaterial whether these older decisions were right in the 
particular cases ; if they, or any of them, laid down any general 
rule as to the mode of computing of time, that rule has been 
departed from in recent times, and no longer exists.”’ 

In fact Buckley, J., decided in Re Aspinall’s Will Trusts 
that no such rule was applicable to the facts before him and 
accordingly that he could take cognizance of the fact that 
Dr. Aspinall had died at 8.30 in the morning. 


Rent due 


This, however, only disposed of one of the contentions 
put forward on behalf of the remainderman. The second 
and more formidable contention was that rent was due from 
the morning of the day when it was payable. This contention 
was supported by a statement in Foa, 8th ed., at p. 104: 
“ Although there is authority to the effect that rent is not due 
till midnight the day upon which it is made payable by the 
reservation, it appears to be now settled that it is due through- 
out that day, but not in arrear till such day has elapsed.” 
A statement to a similar effect is contained in Woodfall, 
26th ed., at p. 346: “ Rent is due on the morning of the day 
appointed for payment, but it is not in arrear until after 
midnight.” 

Both these statements are based on the authority of a case 
decided in 1853, Dibble v. Bowater, 2 El. & Bl. 564. In that 
case at p. 568 Lord Campbell said: ‘“ The rent, though due 
on that day, is not in arrear till the day is elapsed”; and 
at p. 570 Erle, J., said; “ The rent was due at the beginning 
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of the 25th December, though the tenant had the whole of 
that day in which to pay.”’ 


Meaning of “ due ” 


At first blush the authority of both the modern text-books 
and the old case seem to be very strong. Again, however, 
when one considers the matter more closely there are certain 
unusual and intriguing elements in that authority. To 
begin with, the word “ due "’ is surely capable of at least two 
meanings, “due” in the sense of “ payable” and “ due” 
in the sense of “ exigible.” Both Foa and Woodfall appear 
to be using the word in the sense of exigible, but it is strange 
that they should rely upon a case which is solely concerned 
with the construction of a particular statute, the Distress 
for Rent Act, 1737, s. 1, where the words to be construed 
were: “From distraining the same for arrears of rent so 
reserved, due, or made payable.’’ Lord Campbell in his 
judgment made it clear that “the rent is im one sense due 
when payable on the quarter day,’’ showing that he there 
sees the distinction between due and payable and that in 
his view the rent is only “in one sense” due on the quarter 
day. Then too Erle, J., makes it perfectly clear that all 
he was considering was the wording of the particular statute. 
Thus there seems to be no justification for relying upon 
passages in judgments concerned with a particular statute in 
order to frame a general rule relating to the time when rent 


becomes “ due ”’ in the sense of “ exigible.”’ 


Again, if Foa. and Woodfall are correct, it seems beyond 
understanding why it should have been necessary for 
Parliament to provide by s. 15 of the Distress for Rent Act, 
1737, that “ where any tenant for life shall happen to die 
before or on the day on which any rent was reserved or made 
payable upon any demise . . . which determined on the death 
of such tenant for life, . . . the executors . . . of such tenant 
for life shall and may, in an action on the case, recover of and 
from such under-tenant . . . if such tenant for life die on the 
day on which the same was made payable, the whole ” of the 
rent due or a proportion. What this section was aimed at 
was the case of a tenant for life who granted a lease by virtue 
of his interest in the land, but not by the virtue of a power 
to grant leases which was contained in the settlement. Such 
a lease would end upon the death of the tenant for life, and the 
question arose, if the tenant for life died on a quarter day, 
whether the rent payable became part of his estate and so 
was recoverable by what we would now call his general personal 
representatives, or whether it was not payable at all, so 
relieving the tenant from all liability therefor. If the rent 
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was due in the sense used by Foa and Woodfall on the morning 
of the day upon which it was payable, this section of the 1737 
Act had no significance and was otiose, for the rent was due 
on the first moment of the day for part of which the tenant 
was alive. 


Four periods 


The fact is that as regards the payment of rent time may be 
divided into four periods. The first period relates to a pay- 
ment which is made before the rent is made payable under the 
lease. In this case the tenant does not discharge his obliga- 
tion to pay rent, and if the landlord should assign his interest 
in the land, without parting with the rent which has been 
paid in advance, the assignee can sue the tenant for rent, 
though of course the tenant can recover the same from his 
former landlord. Such a period of time comes to an end 
on the last moment of the day before rent is made payable 
under the lease. Then there arises a second period of time : 
this is the period when the rent is payable in the sense that 
a payment made during that period is a valid discharge of 
the legal obligation to pay rent ; this period starts from the 
first moment of the day when the rent is payable and ends 
on the last moment of that day. The third period of time 
is one which lasts merely for a moment: it is the period in 
which the right to the rent crystallizes, and it arises at the 
last moment of time which the tenant has for making his 
payment, that is to say, on the last moment of the day upon 
which rent is made payable. The fourth period is the period 
when the rent is in arrears, and arises immediately after the 
last moment of the day upon which rent is made payable. 
This view is supported by Clun’s case (1612), 10 Co. Rep. 127a, 
and such a view seems to have been adopted by Buckley, J., 
in the case of Re Aspinall. In Clun’s case it is stated: 
“And it is to be known, that in case of payment for rent 
issuing out of land, they are four times the payment, the first 
time of payment voluntary and not satisfactory, and yet 
good to some special purpose. The second voluntary, and 
in case satisfactory, and in case not. The third legal and 
satisfactory absolutely, and not coercive. The fourth legal, 
satisfactory and coercive.” 


In the circumstances of Re Aspinall the judge held 
that the rents payable on 25th December, the day of the 
death of the landlord, did not form part of the landlord’s 
estate but became part of the income of the tenant for life 
with this minor exception, that because the rents were not 
“due” on the day of the testator’s death there could be an 
apportionment in respect of one day. Accordingly such an 
apportionment was ordered. J. H. Hames. 


“THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL,” ith JUNE, 1861 


On 15th June, 1861, THe Soxicrrors’ JourNnaAL reprinted an 
advertisement from the Morning Chronicle: ‘‘TO ALL IN 
DEBT OR DIFFICULTIES. Mr. Pearsall, Qualified Attorney- 
at-law and Solicitor of all the Courts (established 1837), procures 
immediate protection for persons and property (in town or 
country) and entire relief from all debts and liabilities, under the 
recent Acts of Parliament, without imprisonment or publicity. 
Charges very moderate, payable by instalments. Advice confi- 
dential and without charge. References given Imprisoned 
debtors released. All legal business transacted, including that 
of the County, Police and Divorce Courts.—Offices: 9 Charing 
Cross, London.” Tuer Soricirors’ JourNAL commented : 
“Mr. Pearsall's statement ‘ established 1837’ would appear to 
mean, if it has any meaning, that he has carried on business 


uninterruptedly since that year at the address given in the adver- 
tisement. But on turning, by way of test, to the Law List for 
1858 we do not find Mr. Pearsall’s name in it at all. We do not 
care to pursue the investigation further, feeling tolerably confident 
that Mr. Pearsall is alive to the danger of unqualified practice, 
although insensible to the differences between a liberal profession 
and a chandler’s shop. We certainly were not aware of the recent 
Acts of Parliament under which ‘ entire relief from all debts and 
liabilities ’ might be so easily procured. It is melancholy, although 
not surprising, to see this class of low practitioners advertising 
their readiness to do business in the Divorce Courts. Their 
interference between man and wife is a much more serious evil 
than the most active and unsparing use which they can make 
of the machinery for extortion provided . . , in the County Courts,” 
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THE VALIDITY OF CONDITIONS ON 
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PLANNING 


PERMISSIONS—II 


THE principles laid down in the Fawcett case emphasise the 
importance of laying down the policy of the local planning 
authority in the written statement which forms part of every 
development plan, for, if a refusal of permission or a condition 
on a permission can be related to any policy in that statement, 
there can be no doubt that it is intra vires. Thus it might be 
desirable to lay down a policy for restriction of access to 
classified roads, to which service road conditions on planning 
permissions can be related. Or, where industrial land is to 
be reserved for the relocation of local non-conforming industry, 
or industry from the London area only, that should be stated 
te justify refusal of permission or the imposition of conditions 
in suitable cases. If a policy is not so stated, however, it 
may well fall under the “ other material considerations ” in 
s. 14 (1) of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1947, but 
will then be open to the argument that it is not a proper 
planning consideration. 


Unenforceable conditions 


Apart from considerations of ulira vires and uncertainty, 
a planning condition may fail because it is unenforceable. 
Thus, it is not uncommon to find a condition to the effect 
that no trees on the land concerned shall be cut down, lopped 
or topped. The remedy for breach of condition is the service 
of an enforcement notice, which has to specify the steps to 
be taken for securing compliance with the conditions. But 
if a tree has been cut down, the notice cannot require it not 
to be cut down! The Minister has expressed the view 
(Decision 55, Selected Planning Appeals, Second Series, Vol. I) 
that the imposition of such a condition is not a proper use of 
powers under s. 14 of the Act but that a tree preservation 
order should be made under s. 28. It seems to the writer 
that a condition designed to preserve a tree screen is, within 
the Fawcett principles, a valid condition provided it can be 
drafted so as to be enforceable as, e.g., by requiring not that 
no trees be cut down but that if any tree at any time forming 
part of the screen should be cut down a tree of the same species 
and of as nearly as possible the same maturity having regard 
to current arboricultural practice should be transplanted to 
replace it and maintained in its place, or that, if any tree 
is cut down, lopped or topped without the consent of the 
authority, the permitted development shall be removed or 
discontinued. 

Another condition which is unenforceable as such and which 
is not unusual requires the erection of the building to which 
the permission relates to be commenced by a certain date. 
A variant of this is the condition often met with on an outline 
planning permission that the permission shall be null and 
void if the detailed plans are not submitted within a specified 
period. Although s. 14 (2) of the 1947 Act specifically provides 
for a limited period permission, that is, a permission which 
requires the development to be removed or discontinued at 
the end of a specified period, the Act makes no specific 
provision for a permission only to be effective if it is imple- 
mented within a specific period. Nevertheless, there seems 
no reason why planning permission should not be granted for 
development to be started before a certain date but not after- 
wards. Probably the courts reading the permission as a 
whole, however the limitation was expressed, would give effect 
to the intention and regard the development if commenced 
after the specified date as being carried out without permission. 


2 


Section 41 (2) of the Caravan Sites and Control of Development 
Act, 1960, now expressly declares that, where permission is 
granted for development consisting of or including building 
operations subject to a condition that the operations shall 
be commenced not later than a time specified in the condition, 
and any operations are commenced after the time so specified, 
the operations do not constitute development for which the 
permission was granted. As the subsection is declaratory it is 
probably retrospective in effect, at any rate where the 
operations had not been started before the commencement 
of the Act, 29th August, 1960. The subsection does not apply 
to development which consists of a material change of use. 


Condition derogating from grant of permission 


There is another type of condition, quite commonly met 
with, which seeks to limit or derogate from a permission, 
namely, where permission is granted for development as 
applied for and a condition is imposed cutting down or altering 
the effect of this permission, e.g., where application is made 
for permission to develop land by building forty houses and 
permission is granted with a condition imposed that only 
thirty houses be erected over the whole area, or with a 
condition excluding part of the land from the permission. 
In the first case permission should be refused with a statement 
indicating that an application for thirty houses would be 
likely to be approved, while in the second case similar action 
should be taken, or a permission could be granted for part 
of the land and a refusal for the rest. In one appeal case 
application was made for planning permission to erect two 
garages on a particular site between two houses where they 
would be partly supported by the walls of the houses ; 
permission was granted subject to a condition that the garages 
should be resited in another place. The Minister, in deciding 
the appeal, said that the condition was inconsistent with the 
terms of the permission and, if objection was taken to the 
siting of the buildings, the proper course was to refuse 
permission on the application (Decision 67, Selected Planning 
Appeals, Second Series, Vol. II). 

It is probable that if a condition of this kind came before 
the courts for interpretation they would, reading the permission 
as a whole, give effect to the intention of the local planning 
authority where the development intended to be permitted 
was part of the whole applied for, but where the intention was to 
permit something different from that applied for, as in the 
appeal decision quoted, it might well be that the condition 
would be treated as ulira vires or otherwise ineffective. 


Conditions affecting another person's land 


Another kind of case where permission should be refused, 
instead of being granted subject to a condition, is where the 
condition would require something to be done on land not 
under the control of the applicant. This usually arises in 
connection with questions of access. Thus a common case 
where this problem arises is the proposed development of 
back land by means of an estate road running to a public 
highway between two houses forming part of the frontage 
development to the highway. The local planning authority 
will quite often be anxious to impose a condition requiring 
vision splays to be laid out at the junction of the estate road 
with the highway. It will then be found that the splays cross 
the corners of the front gardens of the adjoining houses, which 
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are not owned by the applicant. In another case the authority 
may wish to insist on access being obtained across someone 
else’s land to avoid making a new access to a classified road. 
In this kind of case the authority should refuse permission 
until satisfied that the applicant has obtained sufficient control 
over the other land involved to comply with the proposed 
condition. It is, however, by no means certain that such a 
condition would be «tra vires if imposed when the applicant 
did not control the other land, and it would be unwise for 
him to disregard the condition and carry on with his develop- 
ment ; he should appeal against the condition to the Minister. 

The opposite question, namely, whether the authority may 
impose a condition requiring an applicant to give access to 
other people over his land, has been considered by the Minister 
on appeal, and the Minister has said that there is no such 
power (Decision 30 in Bulletin of Selected Planning Appeals 
No. XIII). This is an important question as, where adjoining 
land is in several ownerships, it will often be better to develop 
it as a whole and the proper planning of the area may be 
seriously affected if one owner involved will not allow another 
access so that, e.g., the latter can develop on an extension 
of the first owner’s estate road. It seems highly probable that, 
in the light of the Fawcett case, such a condition is not 
ultra vires 


How to dispute the validity of planning conditions 


If any condition is imposed on a planning permission granted 
by a local planning authority, it may be questioned in an 
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action in the High Court for a declaration that it is invalid 
long after it was imposed, as in the Fawcett case. Where, 
however, the condition is imposed on a permission granted by 
the Minister, either on a reference of the application to him 
in the first instance or on appeal, application must be made 
within six weeks of the decision to the High Court under s. 31 
of the Town and Country Planning Act, 1959, if it is desired 
to have the decision quashed on the ground that it is ultra 
vires ; failing this the Minister’s decision cannot be questioned 
in any legal proceedings. If the Minister’s condition can be 
attacked on other grounds, e.g., that it is void for uncertainty 
or its construction is in issue, s. 31 would seem not to apply. 

Apart from action in the courts, an appeal may be made to 
the Minister in the usual way against a condition claimed to 
be invalid, and he will, if satisfied that it is invalid, no doubt 
discharge it. Alternatively, application can be made to the 
authority for permission to retain the development, if carried 
out, without complying with the condition, and on appeal to 
the Minister, if necessary, there seems no reason why the 
validity of the condition should not be challenged as part of 
the appellant’s case for the grant of permission. 

It remains to say that this article has been concerned only 
with the legal validity of planning permissions. A condition 
may well be perfectly valid in law but yet be unreasonable 
or unjustified in the particular circumstances. The remedy 
for an unreasonable or unjustifiable but legally valid condition 
is only an appeal to the Minister. 


(Concluded) R. N. D. H. 


NEW HIGHWAY LEGISLATION 


THE present Parliament has been considering two separate 
measures dealing with points of highway law. The first to be 
introduced, the Highways (Miscellaneous Provisions) Bill, has 
not yet become law, being held up by the Government’s 
decision, while the Bill was in Committee, to introduce a 
clause abolishing the defence of ‘‘ non-feasance,’’ which can 
at present be pleaded by highway authorities in actions 
alleging injury arising from a failure to keep a highway in 
repair. This reform has been “ 


in the wind,” as it were, for 
some time ; 


now the defence is to be abolished, with qualifi- 
cations, as from the end of a period of three years after the 
passing of the Bill. This clause will be considered fully in a 
subsequent article to be published on that Bill, as soon as 
possible after Royal Assent 


The Private Street Works Act, 1961 


The second measure—the Private Street Works Act, 1961— 
has now received Royal Assent, and comes into operation on 
18th June, 1961. It is a brief measure of only three clauses 
dealing with a minor mistake of drafting and an almost 
equally insignificant anomaly 

First, s after the word 
“ owners "' in the proviso to s. 189 (1) of the Highways Act, 
1959. These two words obviously ought to be where they are 
now inserted, but we should not have thought this to be a 
matter of great importance, for in the comparatively few cases 
where the local authority operate their private street works 
schemes under the “ code of 1875’ they would almost always 
prefer to operate against the owners of premises affected 
rather than the occupiers. However, if we are still to have two 
codes, we cannot but agree that the amendment now effected 
is logically necessary. 


1 inserts the words “ or occupiers ”’ 


The substance 


Section 2—the substance of the Act, in so far as it has any 
substance—provides for the case where a footpath is made up 
on one side of the street at the expense of the frontagers on 
that side only, and then the local authority subsequently 
make up the footpath on the other side of the street, also at 
the expense of the frontagers. The question that the section 
affects is, at whose expense should the second footpath be 
made up—the frontagers on both sides of the street, or only 
those fronting on the second footpath ? Under the 1875 Act 
(before the 1959 Act was passed), there was authority for 
suggesting that only the frontagers on the side on which the 
footway was situated could be charged: Wakefield Sanitary 
Authority v. Mander (1880), 5 C.P.D. 248. This reasoning 
could not be applied to the Private Street Works Act, 1892 
(see Clacton Local Board v. Young {1895} 1 O.B. 395). The 
Committee on Consolidation of Highway Law, whose report 
preceded the passing of the Highways Act, 1959, advised 
against the 1875 Act rule, and consequently, the Act provides 
(see s. 174 (1), proviso, and s. 189 (1), proviso, as now amended) 
that the former 1892 Act rule shall apply to both the code of 
1892 and the code of 1875. 

Where a local authority have operated in the past in 
accordance with the principle in the Wakefield case, the change 
effected by the 1959 Act has proved to be a source of grievance, 
according to Mr. F. W. Mulley (M.P. for Sheffield, Park), and this 
is the reason for the new Act, introduced as a Private Member’s 
Bill. It is therefore provided that where street works have 
been executed before ist January, 1960 (the date of com- 
mencement of the Highways Act, 1959), in respect of a foot- 
way on one side only of a street at the expense only of the 
frontagers on that side, and it is subsequently proposed to 
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How far 
behind the times 


are 


British prisons? 


An M.P. and a penal expert 
discuss prison systems in 

an important Observer series 
beginning June 18th. 


PRACTICE, some British prisons fall short of the 
standard expected of a civilised society — this is 
generally accepted. But what about our theories, our 
ideal solutions? Are these as modern as we would 
like to think? 

An important series about prisons starts in The 
Observer on June 18th. Christopher Mayhew M.P. 
has asked a great many prisoners about their crimes. 
In his first article he defines the one psychological 
weakness which is the root of most law-breaking, 
and describes typical attitudes. Then on June 25th 
he discusses the improvements that need to be made, 
both short and long term. 

On the following three Sundays (July 2nd, 9th, 


This Sunday, buy 





“2 
A Bere “" pow 


Reresihs: 
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16th) John P. Conrad, Associate Director of the 
International Survey of Corrections, describes 
prison conditions in Russia, Scandinavia and the 
United States. 

He has some surprising facts to report. For 
example, at the Kryukovo prison in Moscow the 
prisoners are allowed to receive their wives for seven 
nights in every quarter. And the prisoners do not 
escape. 

The articles will be followed closely by people pro- 
fessionally concerned with prison conditions, and by 
the lay public. They are very, very readable. But more 
important still, they constitute a serious challenge to 
our present assumptions about prisons and prison life. 


THE OBSERVER 
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make up the footway on the other side of the same street 
(under either the “code of 1892” or the “code of 1875” 
or a local Act), then the expenses are to be apportioned only 
between the premises fronting on that footway. It should be 
noted, however, that the Act is really only a transitional 
provision, for it will have no effect on streets where there was 
no footpath on either side on Ist January, 1960. 

The recommendations of the Consolidation Committee are 
thus, in the long term, vindicated, and the number of cases 
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where the new Act will apply is not likely to be great. Still, 
injustice is injustice, however small may be the number of 
persons affected, and it is interesting to see Parliament 
legislating on such a matter. The number of drafting errors 
and injustices in our statute book that could receive the 
attention of a pertinacious and alert Private Member such 
as Mr. Mulley are indeed legion ; let us hope that he secures 
more successes in the ballots in the House ! 
J. F. GARNER. 


Property Practice 


OF A DEED—II 


CONSIDERATION (continued) 


APART from the three equitable defects, considered in the 
preceding part of this article (at p. 503), which may be present 
if consideration for a deed is absent, a voluntary conveyance 
may give rise to any one or more of the following adverse 
conveyancing consequences. 


(1) Root of title 


A voluntary conveyance less than thirty years old (see 
s. 44 (1) of the Law of Property Act, 1925) will only be a good 
root of title if its nature is fully stated in the contract for 
sale: Re Marsh and Earl Granville (1882), 24 Ch.D. 11 (C.A.). 
Otherwise, where a vendor stipulates that title for less than 
the statutory period shall be accepted, a purchaser is entitled 
to assume that the document commencing the title was one 
where the title would have been investigated. The objection 
is that this is unlikely to be so with a voluntary conveyance : 
‘“ You do not look a gift horse in the mouth ”’ (per Fry, J., 
at first instance, in Re Marsh and Earl Granville, supra, 
at p. 15). 

(2) Covenants 

The covenants for title implied by s. 76 (1) (A) and (B) 
of the Law of Property Act, 1925, on the part of a person who 
conveys and is expressed to convey as beneficial owner are 
only implied in a conveyance for valuable consideration. 
Also the covenants implied in conveyances subject to rents 
by s. 77 of the Law of Property Act, 1925, are only implied 
where there is valuable consideration, unless there is an express 
reference to the section (s. 77 (4)). 


(3) “ Purchaser ” 


The 1925 property legislation contains a vast number of 
provisions relating to and generally protecting a “ purchaser.”’ 
The definitions of “ purchaser ’’ in the Law of Property Act, 
1925 (s. 205 (1) (xxi)), the Administration of Estates Act, 
1925 (s. 55 (1) (xviii)), and the Land Charges Act, 1925 
(s. 20 (8)), all have “ valuable consideration "’ as an essential 
element. In the Settled Land Act, 1925 (s. 117 (1) (xxi)), 
“ value” rather than “ valuable consideration’ is made a 
part of the definition of “ purchaser,” but without, it is 
thought, any difference in meaning. The Trustee Act, 1925, 
contains no definition of “ purchaser,” although in s. 17 
thereof, by which the Act affords protection to purchasers 
and mortgagees dealing with trustees, a payment or advance 
of money is a requisite (compare s. 13 of the same Act, where 
the word “ purchaser " is used without any such requisite). 


It is to be noted that s. 17 of the Trustee Act, 1925, refers 
to “ money.”” Only in the definitions of “ purchaser "’ in the 
Law of Property Act, 1925 (s. 205 (1) (xxi)), and the 
Administration of Estates Act, 1925 (s. 55 (1) (xviii)), is it 
stated that ‘‘ valuable consideration’ includes marriage 
but does not include a nominal consideration in money.”’ 
It will be appreciated that “‘ marriage” means future marriage : 
A.-G. v. Jacobs-Smith [1895] 2 Q.B. 341. Also, it is well 
known that a reference to “money or money's worth” 
(as in Pt. I of the Law of Property Act, 1925, and s. 157 (2) 
of the same Act, and s. 13 (2) of the Land Charges Act, 1925) 
excludes marriage, though it apparently includes an existing 
debt : Thorndike v. Hunt (1859), 3 De G. & J. 563. 


Aside altogether from statutory provisions, equity’s 
notorious darling, the bona fide purchaser for value without 
notice, must be mentioned. If such a person obtains a legal 
estate it is clear beyond doubt that he has priority over all 
comers : Pilcher v. Rawlins (1872), L.R. 7 Ch. 259; not soa 
volunteer : Re Nisbet and Pott’s Contract [1906) 1 Ch. 386. 


(4) Vital 

Consideration is vital to one or two transactions which will 
be ineffective if it is lacking. Thus a sale by a tenant for 
life under a strict settlement of land must normally be “‘ made 
for the best consideration in money that can reasonably be 
obtained ” : s. 39 (1) of the Settled Land Act, 1925. It may 
be noted that, as a tenant for life is a trustee (s. 107 (1) of the 
Settled Land Act, 1925), he cannot solve his problem of 
obtaining the stipulated best price by selling at a valuation : 
Re Earl of Wilton’s Settled Estates [1907) 1 Ch. 50 (except as to 
timber and fixtures under s. 49 (2) of the Settled Land Act, 
1925). However, strangely contradictory to s. 39 (1), a 
purchaser from such a tenant for life has no similar problem 
since he is to be “ conclusively taken to have given the best 
price, consideration, or rent, as the case may require, that 
could reasonably be obtained by the tenant for life”: 
s. 110 (1) of the Settled Land Act, 1925. 


(5) Voidable 


There are four very well-known statutory provisions which, 
speaking broadly, may operate to upset a voluntary con- 
veyance or settlement. These provisions are: s. 172 of the 
Law of Property Act, 1925 (“ Voluntary conveyances to 
defraud creditors voidable’’); s. 173 of the same Act 
(“ Voluntary disposition of land how far voidable as against 
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purchasers ’’) ; s. 42 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914 (‘ Avoid- 
ance of certain settlements '’); and s. 2 of the Matrimonial 
Causes (Property and Maintenance) Act, 1958 (‘‘ Avoidance of 
disposition made to defeat wife’s claim for financial relief ’’). 
A full discussion of these provisions is outside the scope of this 
article. It is sufficient first to indicate their existence and 
then to point out that a document which falls within any of 
the provisions can none the less be a good link in the title 
to land. Thus avoidance of a conveyance within s. 172 
of the Law of Property Act, 1925, does not affect the rights 
of a bona fide purchaser for value who, without notice of any 
intent to defraud, acquires any interest, legal or equitable, in 
the property conveyed (s. 172 (3)). Such a purchaser is 
protected rather than affected adversely by s. 173 of the Law 
of Property Act, 1925, and he is similarly protected by s. 2 (3) 
of the Matrimonial (Property and Maintenance) 
Act, 1958. Although the word “ void”’ is used in s. 42 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1914, it has been held to mean “ voidable ”’ 
so that a bona fide purchaser for value before receiving notice 
of the commencement of bankruptcy gets a good title: 


Causes 
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Re Carter and Kenderdine’s Contract 
Re Hart ; ex parte Green [1912] 3 K.B. 6. 

Only two other points are worth mentioning here. The 
first is the proper construction of s. 172 (3) of the Law of 
Property Act, 1925, which excludes from the operation of that 
section conveyances “. . . for valuable consideration and in 
good faith or upon good consideration and in good faith to,”’ 
etc. The latter half of this excerpt would appear to prevent 
even voluntary conveyances being set aside (assuming the 
other conditions of exclusion are present), thus altering the 
position under 13 Eliz. 1, c. 5, 1571, which was replaced by 
s.172. But Harman, J., in Re Etchholz; Eichholz’s Trustees v. 
Eichholz [1959] Ch. 708, apparently without argument, 
treated ‘‘ good consideration”’ in the subsection as synonymous 
with “‘ valuable consideration.’”” Whether the learned judge 
can be right in this is very much doubted. The second point 
worth mentioning is that in s. 2 of the Matrimonial Causes 
(Property and Maintenance) Act, 1958, “ valuable considera- 
tion ’ expressly does not include marriage (s. 2 (8)). 


1897! 1 Ch. 776; 
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(To be continued) 


ASSIGNEE OF FARM TENANCY 


THE tenant of an agricultural holding who receives a notice 
to quit which states that it is given “by reason of” the death, 
within three months before it is given, of the tenant with whom 
the contract of tenancy was made, and which thus purports 
to satisfy the provision in s. 24 (2) (g) of the Agricultural 
Holdings Act, 1948 (excluding the right to serve a counter- 
notice under subs. (1)), may, especially if he be familiar with 
the preceding six paragraphs of subs. (2), feel disposed to 
murmur “‘ non sequitur.” He is not accused of bad husbandry 
or bankruptcy ; the landlord does not want to develop the 
land, etc. ; so why may he not challenge the notice to quit ? 
To question the reason on these lines would, however, 
merely be to cavil at the Legislature. The landlord is in a 
better position even than that of Dr. Johnson, who when 
someone complained that he could not understand his reason- 
ing replied: “ Sir, I have given you an argument; I am not 
obliged to give you an understanding.”’ But, in so far as 
appreciation of reasons does contribute towards the inter- 
pretation of statutes, it can be said that, having conferred on 
tenant farmers considerable rights to compensation and much 
security of tenure, and imposed many corresponding obliga- 
tions on their landlords, the Legislature has seen fit to ensure 
that the landlord should have some choice 
who shall be his tenant. 


in the matter of 
It is, no doubt, for this reason that 
the qualification of covenants against assignment, etc., 
without consent—-a proviso that such consent is not to be 
unreasonably withheld— inserted by the Landlord and Tenant 
Act, 1927, s. 19_(1), is not imported into leases of agricultural 
holdings (ibid., subs. (4)). 


Whose death ? 

that kind is not, of course, necessary or 
admissible when the words of an enactment are plain, and in 
deciding Clarke v. Hall (1961) 2 W.L.R. 836; p. 366, ante, 
Widgery, J., held that the words “the tenant with whom 
the contract of tenancy was made ”’ were not ambiguous. 

The facts of the case, an action for possession, were, it 
is true, a little out of the ordinary. In 1948 the plaintiff 


Assistance of 


and the defendant were landlord and tenant of certain land. 
The plaintiff wanted part of that land and the defendant was 
willing to give up that part, taking a new tenancy of the rest. 
At his request the new tenancy, a Ladyday one, was granted 
to his mother. It did not restrict alienation but when 
in 1950 the defendant said he would like the tenancy “ to be 
in his name ”’ the plaintiff (who might have known better) 
said a licence to assign would be necessary. An assignment 
from mother to son was then executed (consideration £5) and so 
was a licence under seal—in which the defendant covenanted 
not to assign, charge, underlet, etc., the premises. The 
forfeiture clause in the tenancy agreement was not made 
applicable to breach of this covenant. 

The defendant’s mother died in February, 1959, and in 
March the plaintiff served a notice to quit, expiring 25th March, 
1960, specifying the death of the mother as reason. The 
defendant’s solicitors (the W.L.R. report says “ plaintiff’s,”’ 
clearly a mistake) served a counter-notice. The 
issued in August, 1960. 


writ was 

One of the defendant’s points was that para. (g) applied 
only when the death was that of a tenant who died a tenant. 
It was based on the definition of “‘ tenant ”’ in s. 94 (1): ‘‘ the 
holder of land under a contract of tenancy,’’ the argument 
being that para. (g) of s. 24 (2) should be read as: ‘ The 
holder of land, being the holder of land with whom the con- 
tract of tenancy was made, had died within three months 
before the giving of the notice to quit.’ Rejecting this 
argument, Widgery, J., said it was clear that the words 
meant what they said: a landlord may have the opportunity 
of serving a notice if the individual who was the tenant with 
whom the contract of tenancy was made had died within the 
preceding three months. 

It is noticeable that the judgment, as does the paragraph, 
uses the word “had died within three 
matically, one might expect “ has’ the phrase “ The 
foregoing subsection [subs. (1)] shall not apply where the 
tenant with whom the contract of tenancy was made had died 


months.”’ Gram- 
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ystemize legal copying with a 


Thermo-Fax 
‘BLACK HEAT’ COPYING MACHINE 


With a Thermo-Fax Copying Machine in the office, copies of 
deeds, drafts, plans, letters and other documents are available 
virtually instantly. For the Thermo- Fax uses the invisible, low- 
frequency heat waves known as ‘Black Heat’ to make a copy of 
almost any document, written or printed, typed or drawn in 
just four seconds. 

{ny junior can do the job, with no possibility of error. And 
because ‘Black Heat’ works without messy chemicals, fluids or 
powders, T'hermo- Fax Copying Machines are perfectly clean, dry 
and safe. No wonder, then, that already more than 1,000,000 
Thermo- Fax copies are taken every day! Write for full details. 


Thermo-Fax 


THE ONLY “BLACK HEAT’ COPYING MACHINES 
~~ 


The words ‘Thermo-Fazx’, and ‘Secretary’ are trade marks of the Minnesota 
Mining & Manufacturing Company. 


The Thermo-Fax ‘Secretary’ Brief model handles documents up to 
14” wide and of any length. £ for £, Thermo-Fax Copying Machines 
are by far the most versatile office machines in the world. 


Qt ne Rea Te ee ee es eee 


MINNESOTA MINING AND 
MANUFACTURING COMPANY LTD. 
3M House, Wigmore Street, London, W.1 


Please send details of the Thermo-Fax all-electric, 
all-dry copying machines 
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As a leading Trust company in New Zealand with 
Dominion wide coverage, we are well equipped to assist 
in the problems of all who have dealings with estates 
holding New Zealand assets. 


Enquiries are welcomed at our London Office where a 
fully qualified Trust Officer with New Zealand experience 
will gladly give further information about this service. 


THE NEW ZEALAND INSURANCE CO. LTD. 
TRUST DEPARTMENT 
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for Happiness 


Making a Will might seem to be a rather grim 
procedure to some clients. Yet, in point of fact, 
the very knowledge that a deserving cause will 
eventually benefit by their bequest usually 
affords them much pleasure and happiness in 
their lifetime. 

That is why we ask you to bear in mind Dr. 
Barnardo’s Homes whenever the question of 
Will-making arises. A Will that includes a 
bequest to the Barnardo family of over 7,000 boys 
and girls is indeed a testament for happiness. 
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within three months before the date of the giving of the 
notice to quit . . .” is somewhat inelegant ; but the use or 
misuse of the past perfect instead of the perfect tense may 
go to support the view that the deceased is not meant to be 
a person who held the tenancy when he died. 


Novation ? 


What may be considered a stronger point was the con- 
tention that an entirely new tenancy had been created when 
the unnecessary licence was granted in 1950. The effect, it 
was said, was that the defendant was the tenant with whom 
the contract of tenancy (which it was sought to determine) was 
made. 

In the face of the £5 assignment, Widgery, J., declined to 
accede to this argument. That assignment by its very terms 
stated that what was being passed to the defendant was the 
existing estate of his mother upon the terms and conditions 
which she had contracted to observe in the original tenancy 
agreement. It and the licence were, the learned judge 
reasoned, entirely consistent with the defendant becoming a 
tenant and being regulated by the terms of the old tenancy. 
The additional covenant against assigning or under-letting 
was to be regarded as a purely collateral personal bargain 
between the defendant and the plaintiff. 

One would have liked to find this point more closely 
examined. In Wilson v. Lloyd (1873), L.R. 16 Eq. 60, 
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Bacon, V.-C., after expressing some unexplained reluctance 
as to the use of the term “ novation,”’ took his law from the 
Institutes. Two things must concur: there must be the 
animus novandi, and the substitution of some other thing 
for that original obligation out of which the debt arose. The 
animus novandi was a thing which was not to be proved as a fact, 
but was an inference from the facts which were proved. I 
do not suggest that similar reasoning was not applied in 
Clarke v. Hall, Widgery, J.’s decision being essentially a 
finding of fact after weighing the evidence. The assignment 
of the term was, of course, one fact: it presumably out- 
weighed the facts that the mother had been virtually a 
nominee when the holding was let to her for that term, and 
that the “ purely collateral personal bargain’ appears to 
have been made either for no consideration, or in considera- 
tion of the grant of a tenancy otherwise on the terms of the 
old one held by the defendant’s mother. 

Further discussion arose out of the facts that the defendant 
had notified the plaintiff of claims for pasture, unexhausted 
manurial value of fertilisers, etc., in February, 1960, and had 
apparently removed some stock on 28th March, 1960, the 
plaintiff contending that the defendant had by his conduct 
estopped himself from denying the validity of the notice to 
quit which expired on 25th March. Widgery, J., decided 
that he had not. The subject merits a separate article. 


R. B. 


CORRESPONDENCE 


[The views expressed by our correspondents ere not necessarily those of “ The Solicitors’ Journal} 


Neglecting to Maintain 
Sir.—Your leading article of 2nd June, “ Neglecting to 
Maintain ”’ (p. 473), refers to the case of Naylor v. Naylor [1961] 
2 W.L.R. 751. I write without the full report in front of me 
but I would probably forget if I waited for that. 


This sort of case would appear to be covered by s. 4 of the 
Matrimonial Proceedings (Magistrates’ Courts) Act, 1960, which, 
if I read it aright, means that, notwithstanding that the petitioner 
(in this case the wife) has no ground for complaint, the court 
may still make an order under s. 2 (1) (4), amongst others. It 
would also appear that the court could also make an order 
against the petitioner to the like effect. 

It would appear to be the fact that a case may well be got 
on its feet and then, once that has been done, the court has its 
discretion to make numerous kinds of orders against the parents 
—or rather, in the interests of the children. 

R. PARSONS. 

Dartford, 

Kent. 


We agree. By s. 4 (1) of the Matrimonial Proceedings 
(Magistrates’ Courts) Act, 1960, where a court has begun to 
hear a complaint for a matrimonial order under s. 1 or certain 
variation or revocation proceedings, then, whether or not it 
makes the order sought, it may make an order for custody, 
committal to care, supervision, access and/or maintenance in 
respect of any child of the family. In a case brought today 
similar to Naylor v. Naylor, a wife could take advantage, at the 
court’s discretion, of s. 4, just as, both before and after the new 
Act, a wife in fault could still obtain maintenance for the children 
of the marriage under the Guardianship of Infants Acts. Our 
paragraph was, however, concerned solely with the question 
whether desertion constituted a defence to an allegation of wilful 


neglect, and the new Act does not affect that issue. We are much 
obliged to our learned correspondent for his amplification of 
other issues involved.—Ed 


Company’s Power to Hold Land 


Sir,—Mr. Pennington’s letter (p. 489) commenting on my 
article raises several interesting points. With respect, however, 
the reasons advanced by him are not in my opinion conclusive 
either way. 

In particular the reference to s. 408 of the Companies Act, 
1948, and foreign companies’ powers does not provide a satis- 
factory answer. There is surely nothing that is contrary to 
principle if a municipal law of one country places restrictions 
on the operation, extra-territorially, of another country’s laws. 
For example in Great West Saddlery Co., Lid. v. R. {1921} 2 A.C. 91, 
the Canadian Companies Act enabling a Dominion company to 
hold land for the purposes of its undertaking was held to be 
subject to a particular provincial law restricting the powers of 
companies in that province. 

If, therefore, I am right that s. 14 conferred a mere power, 
its exercise being subject to the udtra vires rule, then it is immaterial 
whether it is an English company or a foreign company. If the 
result is that a foreign company with no foreign ultra vives rule 
becomes subject to such a rule when it seeks to exercise its 
powers here, this is not an anomaly, but simply another illustra 
tion of a general principle of conflict of laws concerning the 
extra-territorial validity of any country’s laws. 

It has been said that the extent of a company’s powers is 
determined by the country of incorporation, but that its acts 
must be valid according to the law of the country where they are 
done (see Halsbury, vol. 7, p. 12). 


T. WALTON. 
London, W.8. 





Wills and Bequests 


Mr. HerBert EpGar Cooke, solicitor of Bournemouth, who 
died on 11th February, 1961, left £70,224 net. 


3 


Mr. Cuartes Lewis Grecory, solicitor, of Bickley, Kent, left 
£184,261 net. 
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HERE AND THERE 


MATRIMONIAL MUDDLE 


THE matrimonial mess into which England (in common with 
many other countries) has managed to get herself can be 
measured in a rough-and-ready sort of a way by the fact that 
when the Royal Courts of Justice were opened in 1883 two 
judges were deemed quite sufficient to cope with the combined 
complexities of probate, divorce and admiralty work. If the 
composite Division which deals with these diversities now 
musters ten judges (or is it eleven? one loses count), it 
is not because wrecked ships are littering our shores in 
unprecedented numbers or families are fighting more furiously 
than before over the wills of rich uncles. It is the muddle of 
modern marriage that all these additional judges are deputed 
to disentangle and, though the population has risen in the 
last eighty years, it has not multiplied by five. The labours 
of all these judges have not succeeded in leading the law of 
matrimonial relationships into a landscape of limpid lucidity, 
where an Arcadian innocence is renewed. On the contrary, 
the stresses which pull marriages apart seem to become, not 
only more and more complex but also more and more curious. 
Those who wish to remedy this situation mostly shy away 
from any decisive declaration that marriage is eternal and 
content themselves with nibbling at the two procedural ends 
of the problem, rather than precipitately plunging into the 
heart of the matter. It is often suggested on the one hand 
that both marriage and divorce should be made more difficult. 
Whether the effect of devising a bottleneck at either end would 
be automatically to convert the married state into a lagoon 
of lasting love is at present a matter for experiment rather 
than for dogmatism, save in so far as one can collect chance 
clues from human experience elsewhere. 


SURE START 


Now, it happens that in the same column of a daily newspaper 
there were recently recorded two pieces of information from the 
Pacific which bear upon the problem of marriage at start as 


well as finish, at first thought and last resort. The fact 
that the first deals with a device which is so up to date as to be 
almost ahead of its time, and the second presents a procedure 
of primitive simplicity which is positively startling, only 
adds to the interest of the combined effect. The first is an 
invention by the ingenious Japanese for testing the scientific 
propriety of a proposal of marriage, with a pocket-sized 
“love meter ’’ designed to reveal the intensity of the lady’s 
sentiments. Ever since the guns of the nineteenth-century 
American Navy so unfortunately convinced the Japanese 
of the utility of modern inventions, Japan has displayed a most 


disconcerting readiness to adopt and adapt them, but, even 
amid the decline of the decorative kimono, it is startling to 
be given to understand that the progressive suitor as a 
preliminary to a proposal of marriage finds it practicable to 
take the girl’s hand meaningfully in his and fix to her forefinger 
and her third finger two leads attached to two plastic and 
metal electrodes operating a tiny electric battery. Then 
when the momentous question comes a tiny needle will 
indicate on the face of a dial whether the lady’s “ Yes” 
means simply and sincerely “ Yes” or whether with feminine 
obliquity of expression her heart is really saying only 
“Maybe” or perhaps even “No.” For those who want to 
take some of the headlong impulsiveness out of marriage the 
idea is worth considering. 


THE ISLAND 


THE device for discouraging divorce comes by contrast from a 
place called Ganka, a primitive fishing village of Okinawa, on 
the shores of the China Sea. A couple of miles offshore there 
is a coral outcrop, shelterless, treeless and very cold at night. 
It is called Otofuishi, which means the Divorce Rock. Now 
when a marriage in Ganka starts to show ominous signs of 
breaking up the sensible inhabitants of Ganka waste no time in 
trying to discover which is the “ guilty” and which is the 
“ innocent ”’ party, a futile endeavour because in the mysteries 
of marriage no one can ever tell who is to blame. Instead the 
now unhappy couple are transported straight to the rock 
and live there with nothing but one blanket. There they 
remain till next day. It usually only takes one night to bring 
about a happy ending in which feuds are forgotten in the 
sharing of the one blanket. Some divorce law reformers have 
suggested that English divorce procedure should be adapted 
to incorporate the “‘ tentative de conciliation’ of the French, 
whereby the court must attempt a reconciliation of the parties 
before pronouncing a divorce. While we are about it, we 
might*simultaneously adopt the Ganka method. We have 
plenty of barren uninhabited little islands scattered up and 
down our western coasts. There would be a more intelligible 
bond between divorce and admiralty if the court had juris- 
diction to ship off pairs of petitioners and respondents for 
sojourns of varying duration on some of the more remote. In 
Ganka, they say, there has not been a divorce for fifty years. 
One would not have to expect so spectacular a drop in decrees 
in our own case, but it would certainly discourage the frivolous 
divorce. 


RICHARD Rok. 





SOLICITOR APOLOGISES 


In Richards v. Sunningdale Nurseries on 9th June, Mr. Justice 
Elwes accepted the apologies of the plaintiff's solicitor for his 
failure to inform the clerk of the lists in writing that the action 
had been settled, and granted leave to file a legal aid certificate 
out of time. 


WEST MIDLANDS 
LocaL GOVERNMENT ComMISSION’s FINAL REPORTS 
Recommendations for five all-purpose authorities of county 
borough status for the Black Country, boundary changes for 
Birmingham, Coventry, Stoke-on-Trent and Staffordshire and 
changes in the status of Burton-upon-Trent and Worcester have 


been submitted to the Minister of Housing and Local Government 
and were published on 5th June. The Minister is now inviting 
comments on these proposals. If there are objections public 
local inquiries will follow. We understand that at this stage 
the Minister has formed no view on what changes, if any, he will 
ultimately propose to Parliament. 


INVESTIGATION OF COMPANY 


The Board of Trade, in pursuance of the powers conferred on 
them by s. 165 (b) of the Companies Act, 1948, have appointed 
Mr. Michael Mortimer Wheeler, Q.C., and Mr. David Douglas 
Rae Smith, M.C., chartered accountant, as inspectors to 
investigate the affairs of Freehold Land Finance Co., Ltd. 
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Interest Rate 
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SHARES 
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as from Ist August, 1961, 
on new and existing accounts. 





Fixed Term Shares at 4°/, for 2 years 
are still available 











Assets exceed £24,000,000 


MEMBER OF THE BUILDING SOCIETIES ASSOCIATION, 


Chief Office : 
Halford House, Charles St., Leicester. 


London Branch : 
11 Bridge Rd., Wembley Park, Middx. 


Birmingham Branch : 
90 Colmore Row, Birmingham 3. 


AGENCIES THROUGHOUT ENGLAND AND WALES 














Lh Se pectic os 
2 : 
avGaS: 


— 


A problem for executors— 





THE ESTATE WITH FOREIGN ASSETS 





If you are dealing with estates containing 
assets situated in any of the following 
territories, we can help you to obtain 
a Grant there. Enquiries about this service 
are welcomed. 


Union of South Africa 
South West Africa 
Southern Rhodesia 
Northern Rhodesia 

East Africa 
The West Indies 
British Guiana 


BARCLAYS BANK D.C.O. 


TRUSTEE DEPARTMENT 
54 Lombard Street, London, E.C.3 
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Disabled — 
but not disheartened 


John Groom’s Crippleage provides a happy 
home and employment for 130 disabled 
women and girls. Here they find a new pur- 
pose in life in the comradeship of a bright 
and cheerful Christian home, Here they 
learn useful work and find new heart in be- 
ing able to play a productive part in the 
community. 
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LIGHTHOUSE KEEPERS TAKEN 
OFF AFTER FIRE 


PORT ST. MARY & PORT ERIN, ISLE OF MAN. At 11.10 
on the morning of 23rd December 1960, the honorary secretary 
at Port St. Mary was informed that fire had broken out on the 
Chickens Rock Lighthouse. The life-boat R. A. Colby Cubbin 
No. 2 was launched at 11.40 at half flood tide in rough seas. It 





was impossible to come within a hundred yards of the lighthouse. 
With difficulty, the first keeper was hauled aboard by breeches 
buoy. Conditions prevented further rescue. The coxswain asked 
the Port Erin life-boat Matthew Simpson to stand by the light- 
house and, after landing the rescued man at 1.45, returned at 
3.6. Both stood by until 6.14, when the Port St. Mary life-boat 
went agus the lighthouse landing and took off the two 
a remaining men, both very exhausted and 
suffering from burns. The life-boats 

reached their stations at 7.10 and 7.20. 


This is another true story of the Life-boat 
Service—typical of the werk that is going on 
day and night, year in, year out. 


The Royal National Life-Boat Institution is 


ioe om Dep Gave em tound yomee te eee De An Isle of Man Coxswain Supported wholly by voluntary contributions 


Groom’s Crippleage to the notice of clients making wills. It 
reecives no State grants; legacies are an essential part of income 


Z 2 
oms Crippleage 
cares for disabled women and deprived children 
Regd. Office: 37 Sekforde Street, London, E.C.1 


Founded in 1006, Registered in aceordas nee with the Nation at Assistance Act, 1943 


YOU CAN HELP. SEND YOUR CONTRIBUTION TO:— 
ROYAL NATIONAL LIFE-BOAT INSTITUTION 
42 GROSVENOR GARDENS. LONDON, S.W.1. 


R.N.L.!. 








By Will or Codicil or Covenant 


May we suggest to Legal or Financial Advisers that, when questions of their 
clients’ benefactions arise, the worthiness of the Royal Air Force Benevolent 
Fund may be wholeheartedly and deservedly commended. 














Briefly, The Royal Air Force Benevolent Fund provides help to R.A.F. 
personnel disabled while flying or during other service. It assists the widows 
and dependants of those who lose their lives and helps with the children’s 


education. It gives practical assistance to those suffering on account of 
sickness and general distress. 


The need for help in nowise lessens in peace or war. 


Our immeasurable gratitude 
to that “‘ Immortal Few ” 


can hardly cease while memory itself endures. 


The Royal Air Force Benevolent Fund 


More detailed information will gladly be sent by The Hon. Treasurer, 


The R.A.F, Benevolent Fund, 67 Portland Place, London, W.1. 
Telephone: LANgham 8343 


(Registered under the War Charities Act, 1940) 
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NOTES OF CASES 


by ane are h the Council of Law Reporting. 


published Except in respect 
he judges, will alee in the Weenty Law Reports. A list of cases reported in today’s issue of “W.L.R.” is set 
J. D. Pennincton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 


Case Editor : 


Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 


PUBLICATIONS BY COSMETIC SURGEON: 
ATTENTION DRAWN TO PROFESSIONAL 
SKILL: WHETHER ADVERTISING 
Gardiner v. General Medical Council 
Lord Tucker, Lord Denning and Lord Morris of Borth-y-Gest 
31st May, 1961 


Appeal from General Medical Council 


Committee. 

A consultant ear, nose and throat surgeon, who had for 
some years practised “ cosmetic surgery,” wrote and published 
a book and sanctioned and acquiesced in the adaptation for 
serialisation of the book in a women’s magazine with a mass 
circulation. The book, autobiographical in form, included 
accounts of successful operations performed by the author ; 
it proclaimed that there need be no prejudice against nor 
fear of cosmetic surgery and that the author was one who by 
his training, skill and experience had brought relief and 
happiness to his patients. He was charged before the 
Disciplinary Committee of the General Medical Council and 
found guilty of infamous conduct in a professional respect by 
writing and causing to be published the book and sanctioning 
or acquiescing in the publication of articles, all of which 
were alleged to include matter directing attention to his 
professional skill, knowledge, services and qualifications, and 
of thereby advertising for the purpose of obtaining patients 
or promoting his own professional advantage ; and it was 
ordered that his name be erased from the register. The 
surgeon appealed. 

Lorp Morris OF BorTH-Y-GEST, giving the judgment, said 
that the particulars of the charges had made it necessary 
for the council and for their lordships to consider the nature 
of the written material, the mode of publication adopted, 
and all the circumstances relating to the purposes and reasons 
inspiring the publication. Professional men might be amply 
justified in publishing books and articles in their own names ; 
but by doing so they might inevitably and indeed justifiably 
attract notice which might redound to their professional and 
pecuniary advantage. Within the profession the line between 
the unobjectionable and objectionable publication should 
present no difficulties of recognition for any reasonable 
practitioner, even though the accepted ethical standards 
might not be formulated precisely or in any written code. 
The appellant had said that he had more than one purpose 
in writing, one being to dispel the “ veil of secrecy ” which 
had shrouded cosmetic surgery. But their lordships considered 
that the Disciplinary Committee, having heard all the evidence 
and the facts, were entitled to decide that in carrying out 
those purposes the appellant had had the essential purpose 
of presenting himself and his subject to the public and 
proclaiming himself as one whose services the public might 
be well advised to seek. The committee were also entitled 
to have regard to the content and form of the written material 
and the selected media for its publication, and to consider 
whether a desire to give information about and direct attention 
to the subject could have been achieved without directing 
attention to the personal and unique performances and abilities 
of the writer. Having been referred to the evidence and the 
serialisation, and having considered the book, their lordships 
concluded that there had been ample material warranting the 
decision of the committee. Appeal dismissed. 

APPEARANCES: The appellant in person (Henry Solomon & 
Co.); Peter Boydell and Hugh Carlisle (Waterhouse & Co.). 

(Reported by Miss M. M. Hiit, Barrister-at-Law] 


Disciplinary 


those ked *, reports of t 
sf i oz Sy pty hp 


ments, revised 
these notes. 


PRIVATE COMPANY: RESTRICTION OF SALE OF 
SHARES TO MEMBERS: POSITION AND DUTY 
OF EXECUTOR MEMBER 


Roberts and Another v. Letter T Estates, Ltd., and Others 
Lord Tucker, Lord Denning and Lord Morris of Borth-y-Gest 
8th June, 1961 


Appeal from the Federal Supreme Court of the West 
Indies. 


A testatrix, Sophia Musterd, who died on 19th October, 
1956, holding shares in the respondent company, Letter T 
Estates, Ltd., a private company incorporated under the laws 
of British Guiana, by her will gave to each of the two 
appeliants, her maid and her chauffeur, a specific legacy of 
121 shares in the company. The executor of her will, the 
second respondent, was registered as a member as nominee 
of the testatrix in respect of ten of those shares. Article 25 
of the company’s articles of association provided that the 
executors or other legal representatives of a deceased member 
should be the only persons recognised by the company as 
having any title to the shares of such member, and by art. 15 
“‘ Any person (not a member or the son, daughter [or specified 
close relative] of a member) becoming entitled to shares in 
consequence of the death of any member, shall, within three 
months . . . offer the shares to members . . .” at the fair 
value. On asummons taken out by the executor for directions 
whether he should transfer the 242 shares to the two legatees 
or to three member shareholders (the third, fourth and fifth 
respondents) who wished to purchase them, the trial judge 
ordered the executor to execute transfers of the 242 shares 
to the two legatees. On appeal by the company from that 
order the Federal Supreme Court of the West Indies, by a 
majority, on 4th July, 1958, reversed the decision of the trial 
judge and ordered the two legatees to comply with art. 15 
and to make the offer required by it. The two legatees now 
appealed. 


LorD DENNING, giving the judgment, said that the words 


in art. 15, “any person . . . becoming entitled to shares in 
consequence of the death of any member,” designated not 
the two legatees (who only became entitled to the beneficial 
interest), but the executor, who became entitled to the legal 
interest, and must be recognised by the company as being 
entitled on behalf of the estate even though his name had 
not been entered on the register in respect of the shares of 
the testatrix ; see Llewellyn v. Kasintoe Rubber Estates, Ltd. 
[1914] 2 Ch. 670. Next, the words in parentheses in art. 15, 
“any person (not a member, etc.),’’ must mean “ not himself 
being a member, etc.,’’ and since the executor fell within the 
words “ any person ”’ and was himself a registered member 
(in respect of the ten shares as nominee), he was within the 
exception contained in the parentheses and was not bound 
under art. 15 to offer the 242 shares to members. The fact 
that he was only nominee of the ten shares did not affect the 
matter. Article 15 was accordingly inapplicable. The 
executor should give notice to the company under art. 9 
that he desired to transfer the shares and then make the 
company (under that article) “ his agent for the sale of the 
shares to any member or to an m selected by the 
directors . . . at the fair value.’ e was not bound to 
transfer the shares to the appellant legatees or to the three 
respondent members, and he could choose the time he thought 
best to obtain the fair value and was not bound by the three 
months in art. 15. Appeal allowed. 





526 [Vol. 105] 


APPEARANCES: E. F. N. Gratiaen, Q.C. Ceylon, and Neil 
Ellis (Garber, Vowles & Co.); Peter Curry (Cartwright, 
Cunningham); P. S. A. Rossdale (Wray, Smith & Co.); 
Ralph Instone (Wray, Smith & Co.). 


{Reported by Cuartes Crayton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


Court of Appeal 


BUILDING REGULATIONS: GUTTER UNDER 
CONSTRUCTION: WHETHER A SCAFFOLD, 
GANGWAY OR WORKING PLATFORM 


Curran v. William Neill & Son (St. Helens), Ltd. 
Holroyd Pearce, Willmer and Pearson, L.JJ. 
6th June, 1961 
Appeal from Arthian Davies, J. 


A steel erector was injured by falling from a gutter of a 
factory in course of construction, when a length of gutter 
which had already been laid gave way by reason of a defective 
hook bolt supplied by an independent contractor. He 
brought an action against his employers, alleging negligence 
and breaches of regs. 5, 24 (1), and 97 of the Building (Safety, 
Health and Welfare) Regulations, 1948. The trial judge 
dismissed his claim on both grounds. On appeal, the plaintiff 
sought leave to amend his statement of claim to allege breaches 
of regs. 7, 8 and 12 (2), contending that the working platform 
from which he had fallen was also a “‘ gangway ”’ and constitu- 
ted a “ scaffold ’’ and that the defect in the bolt was a defect 
of construction, quality, condition and material, contrary to 
those three regulations. 


Ho.troyp PEARCE, L.J., said that the argument on the 
appeal had proceeded on the basis that the gutter on which 
the plaintiff worked was itself a scaffold within the meaning 
of the regulations. Regulations 7 and 8 applied only to 
scaffolds ; but reg. 12 (2) applied also to “ working platforms, 
gangways, or runs.” All three regulations imposed an 
absolute obligation, and as the failure of the hook bolt showed 
that it was not suitable there would be a breach of duty if 
any of them applied to the gutter in this case. The gutter 
was not a scaffold in the ordinary meaning of the word; 
but that meaning was extended by reg. 3 to include “ any 
working platform, gangway,run,’’ etc. His lordship construed 
that as meaning that, though the definition of “ scaffold ” 
in general concerned itself with temporary structures, it 
deliberately included something else, namely, working 
platforms, gangways, etc., whether temporary or permanent, 
so that the permanence of this gutter did not disqualify it 
from being a working platform or gangway. But to succeed, 
the plaintiff must show that the gutter was a “ working 
platform ” or ‘“‘ gangway”’ within the normal sense of the 
words. Though the gutter was being used by the workmen 
to pass over as they extended it, it was not a working platform. 
Nor was it a gangway, but was simply a rainwater gutter 
which was part of a building. Therefore, even if the plaintiff 
were allowed to amend he could not succeed. An amendment 
would have had a strong claim on their lordships’ discretion 
if it could be shown that the plaintiff was entitled to succeed 
under regulations on which he had omitted to rely at the 
trial; but here it would serve no purpose and should be 
refused. The appeal should be dismissed. 


Witmer, L.J., said that reg. 3 did not extend the meaning 
of “ scaffold” to anything other than temporary structures, 
and as this gutter was part of a permanent structure it could 
not be a “ scaffold.’’ Since reg. 12 (2) applied not only to 
scaffolds, but also to working platforms, gangways or runs, 
there might under it be a place which was part of the permanent 
structure of a building, such that if this gutter could properly 
be held to be a working platform or gangway within reg. 12 (2) 
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the defendants were in breach of their obligations. But 
that question had to be decided as a matter of common sense, 
and in his lordship’s view it was a gutter and nothing but a 
gutter, and it was impossible to say that it amounted to a 
gangway so as to be caught by reg. 12 (2). 


PEARSON, L.J., delivered a judgment concurring with 
Holroyd Pearce, L.J. Appeal dismissed. 


APPEARANCES: F. W. Beney, Q.C., and Philip Curtis 
(W. H. Thompson) ; R. H. Forrest, Q.C., and C. M. Clothier 
(Laces & Co., Liverpool). 


{Reported by Miss M. M. Hirt, Barrister-at-Law] 


NEGLIGENCE: UNSAFE DIVING: 
DIVER TRESPASSER 


*Periscinotti v. Brighton West Pier, Ltd. 
Ormerod, Upjohn and Davies, L.] J. 
Appeal from Hilbery, J. 


At about 6.30 p.m. on 30th July, 1957, the plaintiff dived 
32 feet from a diving board adjacent to the sun deck on 
Brighton West pier into 6 feet of sea water. The water was 
too shallow for diving and, consequently, the plaintiff struck 
his head on the seabed and sustained serious injuries. The 
plaintiff was very proficient in the art of diving, and the dive 
was properly and efficiently executed. He had gone on to 
the sun deck, having passed a flight of stairs leading to the 
bathing station on the pier. At the top of the stairs there 
was a notice indicating access to speedboat and swimming 
facilities, but he did not see the notice. A chain had been 
put across the stairs because the bathing station had been 
closed at 5.30 p.m. On the sun deck there were two other 
notices indicating the existence of the bathing station below. 
There were no changing facilities on the sun deck, and the 
plaintiff changed into a swimming costume in a quiet corner. 
Around the sun deck there was a rail fence, and at the point 
where the diving board was, a further rail. There was no 
break in the rail fence at the point where the sun deck led 
on to the diving board. The plaintiff claimed damages 
against the proprietors and managers of the pier. The judge 
held that there was no warning of the danger of diving in 
shallow water, but that as the plaintiff was a trespasser in 
the use of the diving board no duty was owed to the plaintiff 
and he dismissed the claim. The plaintiff appealed. 


ORMEROD, L.J., said that the plaintiff's case was that he 
should have been warned of the danger arising from the 
insufficiency of water for diving. It was accepted that the 
duty on an occupier was limited to those places on his premises 
to which a reasonable person might be expected to go, and 
the question was whether the diving board was within the 
area of invitation. If it was, the plaintiff succeeded ; if not, 
the plaintiff was a trespasser and his claim failed. The judge 
had relied on three factors for his finding that the plaintiff was 
a trespasser. These were first that ample notice was given 
of the bathing station, secondly, the lack of changing facilities 
on the sun deck, and, thirdly, the existence of the rail fence 
between the sun deck and the diving board. These factors 
should have indicated to the plaintiff that in climbing over 
the rail on to the diving board he was not making an authorised 
use of the diving board. It was impossible to disturb the 
judge’s finding, and the appeal would be dismissed. 


WHETHER 


6th June, 1961 


Upjoun and Davies, L.JJ., delivered concurring judgments. 
Appeal dismissed. 


APPEARANCES: N. R. Fox-Andrews, Q.C., and Granville 
Wingate (Pyke, Middleton, Denniss & Brown, for Parrot & 
Coales, Aylesbury); Patrick O’Connor, Q.C., and Oliver 
Popplewell (Clifford Turner & Co.). 


(Reported by Norman Parimost, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 
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Providing 
Jor Estate Duty 


‘EDITH’ 


purchases and holds minority share- child soon becomes the problem child. By 
. . . . mothering these unfortunate children with love 

holdings -” P rivate compe mes and and skill, Salvationists seek to save their 
small public companies — where threatened lives. A remarkable majority grow 
shareholders have to make pro- up into happy, normal citizens who would 

os otherwise be a tragic liability. 
viston fe or Estate D uly and do not Will you put yourself in some “‘mother’s place” 

wish to lose control by a gift or legacy to The Salvation Army 

113 Queen Victoria Street, London, E.C.4. 

%& The illustrated booklet “ Samaritan Army” and forms of 
request. 


The booklet ‘Providing for Estate bequest will gladly be sent on 
Duty’ will be sent on request 
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ESTATE DUTIES international Removals 
INVESTMENT TRUST and the dispersal 
LIMITED of chattels to and from 
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Secretaries and Managers 


Industrial and Commercial GENERAL REVERSIONARY 


Finance Corporation Ltd and INVESTMENT COMPANY 
7 Drapers’ Gardens 59 CAREY STREET, LINCOLN’S INN, W.C2 
London EC2 Assets exceed £4,000,000 
and branches REVERSIONS and LIFE INTERESTS PURCHASED or LOANS 
GRANTED thereon, TEMPORARY DEPOSITS ACCEPTED 


Loans upon Reversions may be obtained either at an Annual Interest, 
consideration of mable deferred charges, payable upon 


or in 
the REVERSIONS falling in, and free of interest in the meantime 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal may be obtained from 
A. GARDNER, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary 
Telephone : HOLborn 6273 
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ESTOPPEL PER REM JUDICATAM: JUDGMENT 
GIVEN AFTER ISSUE OF WRIT 
Morrison Rose & Partners v. Hillman 
Holroyd Pearce, Willmer and Pearson, L.JJ. 7th June, 1961 
Appeal from Sir Brett Cloutman, Q.C., Official Referee, 

The defendant, an estate developer, orally agreed with the 
plaintiffs, a firm of architects, that they should do work for him 
on various building projects on certain special terms. Disputes 
arose as to payment for abortive architectural work done in 
respect of anticipated land development which never in fact 
developed. Unless payment for such work was excluded 
by special terms in the oral agreement, that agreement entitled 
the architects to the R.I.B.A. scale of fees for work abandoned. 
The architects brought an action for recovery of fees, and 
after a four-week hearing, during which full evidence was 
given as to the terms of the oral agreement, the Official 
Referee gave judgment for the architects. Before that 
judgment had been given the architects had issued a writ 
in the present action, and after judgment had been given 
in their favour they amended their reply to the defence in 
this action to raise an estoppel on the ground that the issue 
as to their right under the agreement to scale fees for work 
abandoned was res judicata. It was conceded before the 
Official Referee in the present action that there was no fresh 
evidence available. The Official Referee decided that the 
defendant was estopped per rem judicatam from adducing 
evidence as to the terms of the oral agreement, and gave 
judgment for the architects for £5,044. The defendant 
appealed. 

HoLtroyp PEARCE, L.J., said that the defendant contended 
that no estoppel could be raised by the judgment in the first 
case since it was given after the issue of the writ in the present 
case, and he claimed that that was a rule laid down in 
The Delta (1876), 1 P.D. 393. He also relied on R.S.C., 
Ord. 24, which, he claimed, supported his proposition 
that a plaintiff could not plead an estoppel after action 
brought. His lordship could not accept those arguments. 
The objects of estoppel per rem judicatam were succinctly 
expressed by Lord Blackburn in Lockyer v. Ferryman (1877), 
2 App. Cas. 519, at p. 530—the one, public policy, that there 
should be an end of litigation, and the other, hardship on the 
individual, that he should be vexed twice for the same cause. 
The defendant had not put forward any principle on which 
to exclude judgments given after writ issued from the general 
principles put forward by Lord Blackburn. The plaintiffs 
here were entitled to plead this estoppel in their reply by 
amendment. There was no ground for distinguishing res 
judicatae that followed the issue of a writ from those which 
preceded it. The appeal should be dismissed. 

WILLMER and PEarson, L.JJ., 
dismissed. 

APPEARANCES: E. S. Fay, 0.C 
& Co.); Leonard Caplan, 0.C., 
Woollacott & Chown). 


Reported by Miss M. M. Hitt. Barriste 


concurred. 


Appeal 


, and A. C. Bulger (Joelson 
and Peter Slot (Hewitt, 


r-at-Law] 


SUBMISSION OF “NO CASE”: EVIDENCE BY 
DEFENDANTS AFTER REJECTION OF 
SUBMISSION: WHETHER APPELLATE COURT 
ENTITLED TO LOOK AT ALL THE EVIDENCE 
Payne v. Harrison and Another 
Holroyd Pearce, Willmer and Pearson, L.JJ. 
9th June, 1961 

Appeal from Havers, J. 

In an action by the widow of a deceased man killed in a 
road collision, the defendants submitted at the close of her 
case that there was no evidence to go to the jury. The trial 
judge rejected that submission, and the defendants then called 
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evidence, as a result of which the jury awarded damages to the 
plaintiff and judgment was entered accordingly. The 
defendants appealed on the ground that the judge had erred 
in law in ruling that there was a case to go to the jury, and 
contended that the Court of Appeal should consider only the 
evidence up to the point at which the judge made his ruling, 
and should dismiss the plaintiff's claim on the ground that 
it did not establish negligence. 


Hotroyp Pearce, L.J., said that when the paucity of a 
plaintiff's evidence made it hard to prove a defendant’s 
liability, the defendant had the advantage of being able to ask 
the judge to rule that there was no case and thus avoid 
the necessity of revealing by his own evidence that he was in 
truth liable. Then, if the judge ruled otherwise, the defendant 
could maintain his advantageous position by declining to give 
evidence and could go to the Court of Appeal. If, however, 
he deliberately abandoned that advantage and called evidence, 
was it fair that he should be entitled to revert to the position 
which he had voluntarily abandoned ? There was no authority 
directly covering this point. For the defendants it had been 
argued that in criminal cases the Court of Criminal Appeal 
had from 1908 onwards taken the view that when the prosecu- 
tion’s evidence was insufficient but the defendant had given 
evidence the court should or could look at the defendant’s 
evidence as well, but that in R. v. Abbott [1955] 2 O.B. 497, 
there had been a different approach. But in criminal appeals 
the defendant had an absolute right, subject to the proviso in 
s. 4 of the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, to have his appeal 
allowed if there was a wrong decision of any question of law. 
Moreover, the criminal courts might be prepared to extend to 
a defendant a latitude at the expense of the prosecution which 
the civil courts should not extend to a defendant at the expense 
of the plaintiff. Even if in the present case the judge did 
rule incorrectly, events had moved on since the defendants 
had made their election and called evidence. Truth had 
superseded hypothesis. It had been shown by evidence that 
the defendants were negligent and it would be a denial of 
justice now to deprive the plaintiff of the judgment to which 
she had thus become entitled. Thus the question whether the 
judge was right in his ruling did not arise; but if it were 
relevant his lordship would hold on the facts that there had 
been here just sufficient evidence on the plaintiff's case to 
justify the judge leaving it to the jury. 

WILLMER and PEarson, L.JJ., 
judgments. Appeal dismissed. 


APPEARANCES: D. Brabin, Q.C., and Derek Hodgson, Q.C. 
(Hewitt, Woollacott & Chown, for Shaw Smith & Co., 
Manchester); N. R. Fox-Andrews, Q.C., and Paul Chadd 
(Pattinson & Brewer, for Lawrence Williams & Co., Bristol). 

{Reported by Miss M. M. Hit, Barrister-at-Law) 


delivered concurring 


Chancery Division 


STAMP DUTY: TRANSFER OF STOCK ON 
CONDITIONAL OFFER: ACQUISITION OF 
DISSENTING SHAREHOLDER’S STOCK : 
WHETHER TRANSFERS ON SALE 
Ridge Nominees, Ltd. v. Inland Revenue 
Commissioners 
Buckley, J. 23rd March, 1961 

Case stated by Inland Revenue Commissioners. 

A company offered to purchase the whole of the stock of 
another company from the stockholders at a stated price, the 
offer being “conditional upon acceptance on or before 
4th December, 1958 . . . by the holders of 90 per cent. of 
the issued capital . . .”” The stockholders were told, if they 
wished to accept, to sign a form of acceptance and a transfer 
of their stock and send them to a certain address. The 
acquiring company undertook to return the acceptance and 
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He may not have the touch of a master, but 
his achievement is probably as great—he 
is a Spastic. The muscle-controlling part 

The of his brain was damaged at birth, and he 

, had to be taught with patience, care and 

affection how to use his limbs. 

WO rid The National Spastics Society has 
announced a £2 million endowment for the 

t O world’s first Child Health Research Unit 
under the Prince Philip Professor of 


“ Paediatric Research. 
mas ter Will you help us in this work, and remember 
the Society when advising your clients on 
charitable legacies. 


Loving care costs money 


Spastics need the help of Solicitors now! 


% 
“ast© 
THE NATIONAL SPASTICS SOCIETY, 12 Park Crescent, London, W.I. MUSeum 5020 
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cancelled transfer with the certificate or to re-transfer if the 
offer was not accepted by the holders of a sufficient number of 
stock units. In November, 1958, two stockholders signed the 
acceptances and executed transfers of their stock. Subse- 
quently, acceptances having been received from the holders 
of 90 per cent. of the stock, a transfer was executed under s. 209 
of the Companies Act, 1948, on behalf of a stockholder who 
declined to accept the offer. The Commissioners were of 
opinion that each of the instruments was a “ conveyance or 
transfer on sale ’’ for the purposes of the Stamp Act, 1891, 
and was accordingly chargeable with ad valorem duty. The 
company appealed. 

BUCKLEY, J., said that as soon as any stockholder accepted 
the offer there was a contract of sale between the acquiring 
company and that stockholder which was conditional only 
in the sense that, it being a binding and completed contract, 
some of the rights and obligations under it were dependent 
on certain conditions. The fact that it was conditional did 
not make it any the less a contract of sale and the transfers 
executed by the accepting stockholders were conveyances on 
sale within s. 54 of the 1891 Act and liable to ad valorem duty 
as conveyances or transfers on sale of their stock under 
Sched. .I to the Act, notwithstanding that in certain circum- 
stances the purchaser might be in a position to call the deal off. 
In the case of the transfer under s. 209 of the Act of 1948 
there was lacking the element of consensus between a vendor 
and purchaser which was involved in the proper meaning of 
the word “ sale ”’ in Sched. I to and s. 54 of the Stamp Act, 
1891. Prima facie, therefore, such a transaction did not 
constitute a “ sale ” and did not attract duty as a “‘ conveyance 
or transfer on sale.”” That the Legislature had provided that 
somebody purporting to act on behalf of the shareholder 
might execute a transfer which would have the effect of 
divesting him of the shares did not make that transfer 
a transfer on sale or the dissenting shareholder one who must 
be taken to have assented to his shares being sold. That 
transfer, therefore, ought not to be stamped as a transfer 
on sale. Appeal allowed in part. 

APPEARANCES: K. W. Mackinnon, Q.C., and J. G. Monroe 
(Coward, Chance & Co.); H. B. Magnus and E. Blanshard 
Stamp (Solicitor of Inland Revenue). 

{Reported by K. R. A. Hart, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


CAPITAL OR INCOME: RENT: DEATH OF 
LANDLORD ON QUARTER DAY 
In re Aspinall’s Will Trusts ; Aspinall v. Aspinall 
Buckley, J. 19th May, 1961 
Adjourned summons. 


By his will, dated 30th September, 1954, a testator directed 
his executor to hold his residuary estate on trust to pay the 
income to his wife during her life and thereafter for his son 
absolutely. The testator died at 8.30 a.m. on 25th December, 
1954; his will was proved on 13th January, 1955. At the 
date of his death he owned certain leasehold premises which 
were subject to sub-leases under which certain rents were 
payable in advance and certain rents in arrears on the usual 
quarter days. The son took out a summons to determine 
whether, by reason of the death of the testator on 25th 
December, 1954, the sums received by his executor since 
his death were to be treated as capital or income or were to be 
apportioned. 

BUCKLEY, J., said that there was no rule that the principle 
that the law paid no attention to fractions of a day should be 
applied in every case. The test was whether, at the time of 
the testator’s death, a cause of action to recover the rents 
had accrued. If it had, the fruits constituted part of the 
corpus of the estate; if it had not, they formed income. 
The tenants’ liability to pay their rents did not mature until 
midnight of 25th December, 1954, so that no cause of action 
formed part of the testator’s estate at the time of his death 
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and the rents should thus be treated as income. There 
would, however, be an apportionment of one day’s rent 
which should be treated as accruing in the testator’s lifetime 
and was thus capital. 


APPEARANCES : Andrew Goodall (Theodore Goddard & Co.) ; 
J. H. Hames (Jaques & Co.); Oliver R. Smith (Lipton & 
Jefferies). 


(Reported by Miss M. G. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law) 


WILL: INSANE MURDERER: WHETHER 


ENTITLED TO BENEFIT 

*In re Batten’s Will Trusts 

Pennycuick, J. 6th June, 1961 
Adjourned summons. 


By her will the testatrix gave her estate to her husband if 
he survived her. On 25th July, 1958, the husband killed 
the testatrix. He was subsequently charged with her murder 
but was found unfit to plead and ordered to be detained during 
Her Majesty’s pleasure. Evidence was filed to the effect 
that the husband was insane at the date when he killed his 
wife. 

PENNYCUICK, J., said that the evidence showed beyond 
all reasonable doubt that the testatrix was killed by her 
husband and, on the evidence, the only possible conclusion 
was that he was then insane. It was established by judicial 
decision that a person who feloniously killed another was 
disqualified from taking either under that person’s will or 
intestacy and also that the rule did not apply where the 
murderer was insane and the murdered person died intestate. 
There was no judicial decision applicable to the case where 
the murderer was insane and the murdered person left a will. 
There was, however, no distinction, in principle, between 
the two cases and there were at least three dicta suggesting 
that it made no difference whether the person murdered 
died intestate or left a will: see In re Houghton (1915) 2 Ch. 
173, at p. 178; In re Pitts [1931] 1 Ch. 546, at p. 550; In re 
Pollock [1941] Ch. 219, at p. 222. It followed that, in the 
present case, the exception applied and the husband was 
absolutely entitled to his wife’s estate under her will. Order 
accordingly. 

APPEARANCES : Michael Fox (Champion & Co.); L. H. L. 
Cohen (Willis & Willis) ; Andrew Goodall (Woodcock, Ryland 
& Co., for Wade & Son, Newport, Monmouthshire.) 

(Reported by Miss V. A. Moxon, Barrister-at-Law] 


NAME AND ARMS CLAUSE: VALIDITY 
In re Delme-Radcliffe 
Buckley, J. 6th June, 1961 
Adjourned summons. 


The plaintiff, an infant aged 19, was entitled as tenant-in- 
tail in possession to the whole of a property resettled by an 
indenture of 13th February, 1907, her father having 
surrendered his life interest with remainders over, and subject 
to defeasance in the event of the birth of a son to her father. 
The indenture contained a clause providing that every person 
who became entitled as tenant-in-tail in possession to the 
property should take, use and bear the surname and arms of 
Delme-Radcliffe, and continue to do so, and if anyone so 
entitled should refuse to comply or discontinue to do so then 
all their estate should absolutely determine and be void, 
provided that the obligation should not apply to an infant 
until he or she attained the age of 21, and provided that six 
months from the date when the obligation became binding 
should be allowed for compliance therewith. At the date of 
the proceedings the plaintiff's father was eighty-four years 
old and her mother sixty-two. The plaintiff intended to marry 
within a few days a man who was unwilling to change his 
name to Delme-Radcliffe either before or after marriage. 
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The summons asked whether the clause was binding on the 
plaintiff, or was void for uncertainty or as being against public 
policy. 


BuckLey, J., said that it had been contended that the 
clause was void as being contrary to public policy in so far as 
it applied to the plaintiff during coverture. There was a 
series of decisions in which names and arms clauses were held 
to be contrary to public policy in so far as they applied to 
married women. Wilberforce, J., in In re Howard's Will 
Trusts [1961] 2 W.L.R. 821; p. 37, ante, had expressed some 
personal doubts as to the reasons for applying the doctrine 
of public policy to clauses of this kind with which he would 
like to associate himself. But Wilberforce, J., had concluded 
that he was bound to follow them, as he, his lordship, was 
also bound to do. He could find no ground on which to 
distinguish Jn re Fry [1945] Ch. 348, where a condition was 
imposed on married women without including their husbands, 
and so he followed it. It had been argued that this condition 
was applicable to each successive interest and that one had 
to consider in respect of each interest whether the condition 
was good or bad. It seemed to his lordship that the doctrine 
of public policy was one which it was quite appropriate to 
apply in that sort of way ; there was no reason why, because 
it would be contrary to public policy to enforce a condition 
against a class, the condition was therefore ineffective as 
against beneficiaries who were not members of the class. 
The clause was not binding on the plaintiff while she was an 
infant or thereafter while her father was alive or at any time 
while she was under coverture. Declaration accordingly. 


APPEARANCES: Eric Griffith (Martineau & Reid); John 
Bowyer (Pothecary & Barratt). 


[Reported by Miss Puiiera Paice, Barrister-at-Law) 


Queen’s Bench Division 


TRADE DISPUTE: THREAT TO STRIKE IN 
BREACH OF CONTRACT: WHETHER 
UNLAWFUL ACT 


Rookes v. Barnard and Others 


Sachs, J. 19th May, 1961 


Action. 


The plaintiff, a senior draughtsman employed by B.O.A.C. 


in their design office, was a member of the Association of 
Engineering and Shipbuilding Draughtsmen until November, 
1955, when he resigned. On ist April, 1949, an agreement 
was made between the employers’ and employees’ side of the 
National Joint Council for Civil Air Transport providing that 
no strike action should take place, and that agreement was 
part of the contract of employment of each member of 
A.E.S.D. employed in the design office. In addition, there 
was an oral understanding between the trade union and the 
corporation that, once a declaration of 100 per cent. member- 
ship had been made by the union, non-union staff would not 
be recruited and members could resign without losing their 
employment. In November, 1955, the plaintiff resigned from 
the union. On 16th March, 1956, B.O.A.C. terminated the 
plaintiff's employment. The plaintiff sued the defendants, 
certain trade union officials, alleging that they had threatened 
him and the corporation that, unless he rejoined the union, 
a strike would take place ; had tried to persuade other unions 
to take sympathetic strike action ; had procured the members 
of A.E.S.D. to agree to a strike and had delivered a resolution 
to that effect tothe corporation. During the hearing, Sachs, J., 
ruled that the defendants’ acts were done in furtherance of a 
trade dispute. On Sth May, 1961, a jury awarded the 
plaintiff damages against the defendants for conspiring by 
unlawful means to induce B.O.A.C. to terminate his contract 
of employment. This report is solely concerned with the 
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defendants’ claim that they were protected by ss. 1 and 3 of 
the Trade Disputes Act, 1906. 


Sacus, J., said that it had long been settled that it was an 
actionable wrong to intimidate other persons so as to make 
them act in a manner in which they had a legal right to act, 
but which was likely to result in loss to the plaintiff, and equally 
settled that a threat to procure the commission of an unlawful 
act constituted such intimidation. Though there was no 
direct decision on the question whether a threat to break a 
contract was an “ unlawful act ’’ for this purpose, judicial 
views were in favour of holding such a threat to be actionable 
if injury resulted. He could not accept the arguments that 
the threat of any one of the defendants could not of itself be 
said to have caused the dismissal ; or that no special damage 
had been established and that proof of damage was an essential 
ingredient in the tort. The defendants therefore were not 
protected by s. 1 of the Act. With regard to s. 3, it should be 
so construed as to avoid giving employees freedom to use, in 
furtherance of a trade dispute, means which were of them- 
selves unlawful or in impairment of their obligations. 
Judgment for the plaintiff. 


APPEARANCES: Neville Faulks, Q.C., 
(Lewis Silkin & Partners); John Thompson, 
Colin Duncan (W. H. Thompson). 

: [Reported by Mrs. H. J. Kerry, Barrister-at-Law] 


and S. C. Silkin 
Q.C., and 


MONEYLENDERS: WORDS OMITTED FROM 
MEMORANDUM: INTEREST 


Edgware Trust, Ltd. v. Lawrence 


Diplock, J. 1st June, 1961 

Action. 

The defendant borrowed from the plaintiffs, a firm of 
licensed moneylenders, in a series of transactions sums 
ranging between {200 and £2,000 at rates of interest of 
60 and 64 per cent. In all the transactions a standard form 
of promissory note and memorandum was used. By a 
re-printing error, made some years before, a line of print had 
been omitted from the memorandum. The defendant, as 
the plaintiffs knew, possessed share capital of over £200,000. 
The shares were not easily realisable, but one of the later 
transactions was effected after some of his assets had been 
realised. The defendant repaid six of the loans, and the 
plaintiffs now claimed repayment of the principal of the 
remaining loans with interest amounting to £5,166. The 
defendant admitted that the sums were borrowed, but denied 
that he was indebted to the plaintiffs on the grounds that 
(1) the plaintiffs in each of their contracts of loan had provided 
a memorandum which, in breach of s. 6 of the Moneylenders 
Act, 1927, failed to include all the terms of the contract, 
and (2) the interest charged was excessive and each of the 
transactions was harsh and unconscionable under s. 1 of the 
Money-lenders Act, 1900, and on that ground he sought to 
have the six repaid transactions re-opened. 


Dip.ock, J., finding that the defendant succeeded on the 
first ground and that the three unrepaid loans were unen- 
forceable, said that although the terms of the promissory 
notes were clear, the omission of the line in the memorandum 
made it unintelligible, and he could not put a meaning to it, 
certainly not the meaning that was clear in the promissory 
notes. Therefore, the memorandum did not contain all the 
terms of the contract. Where a memorandum did not 
contain all the terms of the contract, it was not permissible 
to look at the promissory note to ascertain the missing term. 
The purpose of s. 6 of the Act of 1927 would be defeated 
unless the document in the possession of the borrower con- 
tained all the terms of the contract. As to the rate of interest, 
the plaintiffs had contended that 60 per cent. was reasonable 
in an average case: but this was far from an average case. 
As the plaintiffs knew, there was little danger that they would 
not get their money back and, in the circumstances, interest 
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now owns over 100 Historic Houses and about a quarter of a million acres 








of land throughout England, Wales and Northern Ireland. The Trust is 
completely independent of the Government and is supported by the 
voluntary contributions and the voluntary work of many private individuals 


throughout the country. 


Legacies are essential if the Trust is to be able to continue its 
work of preserving, for the benefit of the nation, land and gardens of 


outstanding beauty and buildings of architectural importance. 


All too often a beautiful tract of country or a magnificent building is 
offered to the Trust and has to be refused for lack of the money needed to 


maintain it. 
A form of bequest is shown below for the guidance of solicitors. 


I give to the National Trust for Places of Historic Interest or Natural Beauty 
(commonly known as “the National Trust”) whose office is at 42 Queen Anne’s 
Gate in the City of Westminster the sum of £ to be applied for the 
General Purposes of the National Trust; and I declare that the receipt of the 
person who professes to be the Secretary or other proper officer for the time being 
of the National Trust shall be a sufficient discharge for the same. 
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at 60 per cent. was too high; 40 per cent. would be appro- 
priate on the earlier loans, and 30 per cent. on the one tran- 
saction made after the plaintiffs knew of the realisation of the 
defendant’s assets. His lordship would order those transac- 


tions to be re-opened on that basis. Judgment for the 
defendant. 


APPEARANCES : A. B. King-Hamilton, Q.C., and A. L. Figgis 
(C. M. A. Jacobs & Sons) ; Desmond Ackner, Q.C., and James 
Sen (Walter Burgis & Co.). 


{Reported by Piers Herpert, Esq. Barrister-at-Law] 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division 
WILL: SEAMAN’S WILL: PRIVILEGE 


*In the Estate of Wilson, deceased ; Walker v. 
Treasury Solicitor 


Baker, J. 5th June, 1961 
Probate action. 


The plaintiff alleged that the deceased, whilst serving as a 
seaman in the Mediterranean Sea in 1944, made a will leaving 
all he possessed to her; that the will was privileged from 
compliance with the requirements of due execution of s. 9 of 
the Wills Act, 1837; that although the will could not be 
found after the deceased’s death, the presumption that it 
was destroyed animo revocandi was rebutted, and she asked 
that the contents of the will, as proved by oral evidence, 
be admitted to probate. The defendant, the Treasury Solicitor, 
denied that the will was a privileged will, alleged that it was 
revoked, and counterclaimed the estate as bona vacantia, on 
the basis that the deceased died intestate, unmarried and 
without living kin. Baker, J., found on the evidence that 
on 30th March, 1944, the deceased and the plaintiff's son, 
who were then both serving in the same ship in the 
Mediterranean Sea, both decided to make wills ; and that the 
plaintiff's son wrote out, on two separate pieces of paper, two 
documents, each in approximately the same words, and each 
leaving everything each man possessed to the plaintiff. Both 
documents were signed by both men, and were then placed 
in an envelope, it being agreed that the deceased would keep 
the envelope. That was the last the plaintiff's son saw of 
those documents. The deceased died suddenly, in Hong Kong 
Harbour, in 1950. 


BAKER, J., said that in March, 1944, the deceased was a 
seaman at sea within the meaning of s. 11 of the Wills Act, 
1837, and that the document by which he had left his 
possessions to the plaintiff was a privileged will. As that will 
was not forthcoming after the death of the testator, his 
lordship started with the presumption that it had been 
destroyed by him animo revocandi. That presumption was 
rebuttable, but the onus of rebutting it was upon the plaintiff. 
On the evidence, and particularly in view of letters written by 
the deceased up to within three days of his death which 
showed that he continued to regard the plaintiff in the same 
light as he had always done, the presumption was rebutted. 
The will would accordingly be upheld, and its contents as 
established by the evidence admitted to probate. The 
Treasury Solicitor’s costs would be ordered to be paid out 
of the estate, on a common fund basis, with the curious result 
that he was in a better position in regard to costs by having 
lost the action than if he had won, since in the latter event, 
the plaintiff being legally assisted, and with a nil contribution, 
she could not have been ordered to pay the Treasury Solicitor’s 
costs. 


APPEARANCES: Geoffrey Crispin, Q.C., and Peter Coni 
(Gregory, Rowcliffe & Co., for Hadaway & Hadaway, North 
Shields) ; C. Trevor Reeve (Treasury Solicitor). 

(Reported by D. R. Extison, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 


Vol. 105} 531 


HUSBAND AND WIFE: DECREE OF 
JUDICIAL SEPARATION: LIMITED 
APPEARANCE ENTERED: WHETHER 
DISCRETION TO REVERSE DECREE 
Wilkinson v. Wilkinson 
Karminski, J. 7th June, 1961 

Petition for reversal of decree of judicial separation. 

A husband petitioned under s. 14 (3) of the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1950, for the reversal of a decree of judicial 
separation granted to his wife in December, 1958, on the 
ground of cruelty, the ground of the petition being that the 
decree had been made in the husband’s absence. When 
the wife’s petition for judicial separation was served on the 
husband, he hoped that she would change her prayer to that 
of dissolution, and he entered a limited appearance in the 
suit, indicating that he did not intend to defend the charge of 
cruelty. Later, he decided to defend the charge and to make 
cross-charges against the wife, and to pray for divorce. In 
August, 1958, the wife’s solicitors set the case down for hearing, 
on the basis that the husband was not defending. 

KARMINSKI, J., found on the evidence that notice of 
setting down was not received by the husband’s solicitors. 
His lordship said that, in the result, the wife was granted a 
decree of judicial separation in an undefended suit. The 
court had power to reverse a decree of judicial separation on 
the ground that it was obtained in the absence of the spouse 
against whom it was pronounced. As Phillips v. Phillips 
(1866), 1 P. & D. 169, showed, the word “ absence ”’ in that 
context meant physical non-appearance, and not non-appear- 
ance in the sense of not having entered an appearance in the 
suit. His lordship therefore had a discretion to reverse the 
decree granted to the wife and, in the circumstances, he felt 
bound to exercise that discretion in favour of reversal. Order 
accordingly. 

APPEARANCES: Norman Oster (Leonard Kasler & Co.) ; 
Harry Lester and Mrs. Mary Prevost (Darracotts). 

(Reported by D. R. Exiison, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 


DIVORCE: ADULTERY OF PETITIONER : 
DISCRETION STATEMENT: CONTENTS 
Giscombe v. Giscombe 
Wrangham, J. 8th June, 1961 

Suit for divorce. 

A husband petitioned for divorce on the ground of his wife’s 
desertion. The husband asked for the exercise of the court’s 
discretion in respect of his adultery, and had lodged a discretion 
statement, which he put in evidence at the hearing of the suit. 
This discretion statement recited that the husband had 
“committed adultery on a number of occasions”’ with a 
woman whose name was given, but contained no details of 
the place or places where, or the frequency with which, 
adultery had taken place. 

WRANGHAM, J., said that merely to state that the party 
seeking the court’s discretion had committed adultery on a 
number of occasions was to employ a formula which would be 
equally applicable whether a man and woman had lived 
together as man and wife, or had committed casual acts of 
adultery, on a few occasions, in the open air. His lordship 
had met this formula before. He wished he could do some- 
thing to induce those who drafted discretion statements to 
realise that it was a highly unsatisfactory formula. Discretion 
statements should contain the details required by r. 28 of the 
Matrimonial Causes Rules, 1957. In the present case, his 
lordship had allowed the husband to supplement the contents 
of his discretion statement by oral evidence, and, being 
satisfied that the charge of desertion had been proved and 
that it was a case ‘n which the court’s discretion should be 
exercised in the husband’s favour, pronounced a decree nisi. 

APPEARANCES: David Stinson (Edward Crawley & Co.). 

[Reported by D. R. Ex.isom, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 
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DIVORCE: MARRIAGE IN DUBLIN: 


OF PROOF 
Todd v. Todd 


9th June, 1961 


METHOD 


Wrangham, J. 
Undefended suit for divorce. 


A wife petitioned for divorce on the ground of the husband's 
adultery. The parties were married in June, 1931, at 
St. Lawrence’s Church, Dublin. The question arose how the 
marriage should be proved. 


WRANGHAM, J., said that, whatever may have been the 
position at an earlier period in the history of Ireland, it seemed 
to him that a marriage celebrated in what was now the Republic 
of Eire must be proved in the same way as a marriage celebrated 
in a foreign country. Accordingly, counsel took the right 
course in calling an expert in the law of Eire to establish that 
the marriage certificate in this case would be accepted in the 
courts of Eire as prima facie evidence of the celebration of a 
valid marriage. That evidence being accepted, and the 
husband’s adultery being proved, the wife was granted a 
decree nisi 


APPEARANCES: Enric Stockdale (Stocken, May, Sykes & 
Dearman). 


(Reported by D. R. Extison, Esq., Barrister-at-Law) 


DIVORCE: ADULTERY: DEFENCE OF INSANITY 


S v. S and O and B 


Mr. Commissioner Latey, 0.C. 9th June, 1961 


Defended suit for divorce. 


A wife petitioned for divorce on the ground of her husband's 
adultery with the intervener. The husband admitted the act 
of adultery alleged in the petition, and cross-charged the wife 
with adultery with the party cited, cross-praying for divorce. 
The act of adultery admitted by the husband took place at a 
mental hospital where he was employed as a porter, the 
intervener being an in-patient there. The intervener, by the 
Official Solicitor as her guardian ad litem, filed an answer 
pleading that she was not guilty of adultery in that, at the 
time the act of adultery took place, she was suffering from 
defect of reason due to disease of the mind, as a result of 
which she did not know that what she was doing was wrong. 
The evidence of the psychiatrist in whose care the intervener 
was established that the intervener suffered from schizophrenia 
and that, at the time of the act of intercourse, her mental 
condition was such that, although she would have known that 
she was in fact in the process of sexual intercourse, she would 
not have known that promiscuous sexual intercourse was 
wrong. 


Mr. COMMISSIONER Lartey, Q.C., said that he accepted the 
psychiatrist’s evidence, and that brought the intervener 


within the second branch of the McNaghten Rules. The 
question, therefore, was whether that defence applied to a 
charge of adultery. His lordship accepted the submission on 
behalf of the intervener that it did. It followed that the 
intervener was not guilty of adultery and must be dismissed 
from the suit. The charge of adultery against the wife and 
the party cited having failed, the husband’s prayer would be 
dismissed, and the wife would be granted a decree nisi on 
the ground of the husband’s adultery with a woman against 
whom the case had not been proved. Decree nisi. 


APPEARANCES: Mark Smith (W. H. Matthews 
Sutton); H. M. Self (J. J. Humphreys & Co.); 
Jones (Official Solicitor); Duncan 
Law Society). 


(Reported by D. R. Ex:isom, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


& Co., 
L. I. Stranger- 
Ranking (P. Lupion, 
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Court of Criminal Appeal 


MOTORING OFFENCES: BAD RECORD: 
WHETHER PREVENTIVE DETENTION 
APPROPRIATE 


R. v. Smith 


Ashworth, Salmon and Elwes, JJ. 5th June, 1961 


Appeal against sentence. 


The appellant pleaded guilty to driving whilst under the 
influence of drink and to driving while disqualified, for which 
he received concurrent sentences of eight years’ preventive 
detention and six months’ imprisonment, respectively. Since 
1952 he had had twelve previous convictions for similar 
motoring offences, and on the last occasion he had been 
sentenced to sixteen months’ imprisonment for driving while 
under the influence of drink, to run concurrently with the 
maximum sentence of six months’ imprisonment for driving 
while disqualified ; in addition he was disqualified for life. 
On appeal against sentence it was contended that preventive 
detention was not appropriate for this type of offence, and 
that the difference between his longest previous sentence of 
imprisonment, sixteen months, and eight years’ preventive 
detention, was disproportionate. 


ASHWORTH, J., said that the appellant’s driving record was 
as bad as anyone’s could be in the sense of deliberate flouting 
of the law. Although the occasions on which a sentence 
of preventive detention could properly be passed for this 
type of offence must be exceedingly rare, it was not right to 
say that it would never be appropriate when a defendant 
had a record of this sort. There was no statutory limitation 
as to the class of offence for which preventive detention 
might be imposed and there was no sound reason for excluding 
the possibility of it being passed for offences such as these. 
The maximum sentence for driving while under the influence 
of drink was two years and for driving while disqualified only 
six months. The latter sentence was one which, on the facts 
of this case, called loudly for reconsideration by those respon- 
sible for dealing with these matters : if ever a man deserved 
by persistent driving while disqualified a longer term for the 
offence than six months, the appellant did so. In the circum- 
stances, since the appellant had not. previously undergone a 
term longer than sixteen months, the court felt that the time 
had not come for preventive detention, although he must 
realise that the commission of any further offences of the 
same nature would make such a sentence almost inevitable. 
A sentence of two years’ imprisonment would be substituted 
for the sentence of preventive detention, to run consecutively 
with the six months’ sentence. Appeal allowed. 


APPEARANCES : T. H. K. Berry (Registrar, Court of Criminal 
Appeal). 


[Reported by Prers Hersert, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


Restrictive Practices Court 


RESTRICTIVE PRACTICES: DELIVERY OF 
PLEADINGS : UNREASONABLE DELAY: 
COSTS 


In re Wire Nail Manufacturers’ Agreement 


Pearson and Russell, JJ., Sir Stanford Cooper, Mr. W. L. 
Heywood and Mr. C. C. W. Havell. ist February, 1960 


Appeal from the clerk of the court. 


On 19th March, 1959, the registrar referred to the court a 
price fixing agreement between the respondents, nine individual 
manufacturers of wire nails. The time for delivery of the 
respondents’ statement of case and list of documents expired 
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When testators ask your advice... 


Please remember 
St. Dunstan’s 


For your convenience a specimen form of bequest is appended : 


“I GIVE to St. Dunstan's, the Organisation for men 
and women blinded on war service, whose headquarters are 
at 191, Marylebone Road, London, for its general purposes 
the sum of £ free of duty, the receipt of the 
Honorary Treasurer or the Secretary for the time being of 
St. Dunstan’s to be a good discharge for the same.” 


St. Dunstan’s continues to rely 
entirely on voluntary funds and has not been taken 
over under the National Health Service. 
For further particulars write to 


THE LORD FRASER OF LONSDALE (Chairman) 
St. Dunstan’s, 1 South Audley Street, London, W.1 





St. Dunstan's is registered in accordance with the Nationa! Assistance Act 1948 





' CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 
DESTROYED WITHOUT 


Contact Mr. ALLEN at: 


PAPER FIBRE SUPPLIES LTD. 
Eley’s Estate, Angel Road, Edmonton, London, N.18 
Telephone: EDMonton 3799, 7824 & 7897 
As merchants we collect wastepaper of 
all kinds but specialise in the destruction 
of confidential documents and operate a 
daily collection service. 
Contractors to Her Majesty’s 
Stationery Office. 
ONE OF THE 


MAY BANK 


GROUP OF COMPANIES 
BRANCHES AT: HIGGINSHAW, PORTSMOUTH, EDMONTON and DEPTFORD 








XVii 


PRACTICAL POINTS ON LEASES 
A Surveyor’s Experience 


This is the product of a unique and intensely practical experience 
extended over a period of forty years in the Estate Office of one 
of the largest property owners in the world. The author gives 
warning of the innumerable points of greater and less importance 
which will surely give rise to trouble during the life of a lease if 
they are not taken care of when it is being prepared. Furthermore 
he offers a number of invaluable drafts to deal with particular 
difficulties. This book will be an eye-opener to young practitioners, 
and a source of profit and deep satisfaction to the most experienced 
solicitor and conveyancer. 


W. A. Leach, rrics. 


£2 10s. net (1s. 3d. postage) 


RENTCHARGES IN REGISTERED 
CONVEYANCING 


The extension of compulsory land registration to Manchester and 
other Northern cities has drawn attention to the complexities of 
the ancient chief rent system, with overriding and improved rent- 
charges side by side, and the complicated tangle of numerous and 
recurring informal apportionments and exonerations. 

Solicitors may be familiar with these matters in ordinary convey- 
ancing but will be desperately in need of this book when it comes 
to registration and registered conveyancing. It is fortunate that 
such expert guidance becomes available at a time when it is so badly 
wanted. 


T. B. F, Ruoff, Senior Registrar of H.M. Land Registry 
37s. 6d. net (1s. 9d. postage) 


R. E. Megarry, o.. 
THE RENT ACTS 


“Mr. Megarry’s complete mastery of his subject is allied to the 
gift of clear simple expression, and his statement of the law is as 
lucid as it is comprehensive.” —Law Quarterly Review. 

*  . , a boon to practitioners who have to advise on this intricate 
legislation.” —Law Journal. 


“. , . the leading text-book on its subject, an encyclopaedic source 
of knowledge and authority, and a model of clarity of thought and 
expression.” —Journal of Planning and Property Law. 


Ninth edition by ASHLEY BRAMALL, M.A. 
£5 5s. net (3s. postage) 


Preston & Colinvaux 
THE LAW OF INSURANCE 


The purpose of this book is to set out the principles and practice 
of English insurance law in a form convenient to men of affairs— 
lawyers and businessmen—both in England and abroad. Bearing 
their needs in mind, as well as those of the student, this edition 
has been radically revised to take account of new legislation and 
cases. 


Counsel, solicitor, insurance officer, broker, or even the New York 
attorney faced with a Lloyd’s policy—all will have recourse to this 
invaluable book. 


Second edition by RAOUL P. COLINVAUX, Barrister-at-Law 
£3 10s. net (2s. 3d. postage) 


Sweet & Maxwell - Stevens & Sons 
11 New Fetter Lane, London, E.C.4 
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AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, SURVEYORS, LAND AND 
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CITY OF LONDON 
BRIGHTWELL & MADDOCK, 29 Ludgace Hill, E.C4. 
Tel, CiTy 1962/6781. 
LAIN & WILLOWS, 23 Moorgate and 
E.C.2. Tel. METropolitan 800i 
10 lines). 


INHAM, TEWSON & CHINNOCKS. 8 Telegraph 
Street, Moorgate, E.C.2. Tel. Monarch 5962 (Private 


. 12 Coleman Street, E.C.2. 
Est. 1668. Tel. MON 9378 and at Clapham, $.W.9 
DORON & WRIGHT, 17 Coleman Street, Moorgate, 
E.C.2. Tel. MONarch 6946 rex), 
FULLER, HORSEY, SONS ASSELL Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers of Industrial Premises, Plant 
and Machiner 10 Lioyds Avenue, E.C3. ROY 486!. 


shed 1807. 

GOOCH “ WAGSTAFF, Chartered Surveyors, 3 & 4 
Old E.C.2 Tel. Metropolitan 9444 

HICK NTON & PHILLIPS, Specialists in Valuation of 

ya Silver for probate or purchase, 90 Cheapside, 

C.2. METropolican 8441. 

HORNE & CO. (Founded 1795), Chartered Surveyors, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 9 ironmonger 
Lane, £.C.2. METropolitan 8105 (3 lines). 

KING & CO., Chartered Surveyors, 7! Bishopsgate, E.C.2. 
Tel. LONdon Wall 7201 (6 lines). See also North 


London. 
MARK LIELL & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 9-13 Crutched 
Friars, E.C.3. Telephone ROYal 5454. And East 


MATTHEWS & GOODMAN, Chartered Surveyors, 
35 ~ reas E.C.4. Tel CiTy 5627 

MOORE, a T., Chartered Surveyors, |3 Lime 
Street, SED igsrstliched 1820). Tel MAN 0335/7. 

RICHARD ELLIS & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 165 
Fenchurch Screet, E.C.3. Est. 1773. Tel. MiNcing 


Lane 
ST. QUINTIN, SON & STANLEY, Chartered Surveyors, 
SS sande Street, E.C.3. Est. 1830. Tel. AVEnue 


TOPLIS & HARDING & FINDLAY, 13/14 Union Court, 
Old Broad Street, E.C.2 Tel. LONdon Wall 707! 
HAROLD WILLIAMS & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Temple Chambers, Temple Avenue. E.C.4. Tel. Ludgate 
Circus 9288. And at 80 High Street, Croydon. Tel. 

Croydon 1931. 


NORTH LONDON 
ALFRED SLINN & CO. (Est. 1889). Muswell Hill Broadway, 
N.10. Tel. TUO O09! (5 lines). 
BARBER & MOORE, F.A.L.P.A., 26 Stoke Newington 
Road, N.16. Tel. Clissoid 2143/4. 
BATTY & STEVENS, 269 Archway Road, Highgate, N.6. 
Tel. MOU 3424-5. Also at Muswell Hill, Finchley and 


Street, 


Barnet, Herts 
KING & CO., Chartered Surveyors, 725 Green Lanes, N.21. 
Tel. LABurnum 6633 (5 lines). See also City of London. 
J}. MAUNDER TAYLOR, Chartered Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent. 1318 High Road, N.20. 
Tel. Hiliside 2377/7217 
NEWBON & SHEPHARD, Auctioneers, Surveyors and 
Estate Agents, 274/5 Upper Street, Islington, N.!. 
Tel. CANonbury |800. 
PERRY & SEYMOUR, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 
ts, 6 Stoke Newington Road, N16. Tel. 


Cc 6611/2. 

H. PUTT & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, 580 Green Lanes, 
London, N.8. Tel. STA 3750. Valuations for Probate 
and Compulsory Acquisition. Urban Estate Managers. 

STURT TIVENDALE, Chartered Surveyors, 
1261 High Road, Whetstone, N.20. HIL 3331/2 and at 
wae so N.6. and Muswell Hill, N.10. 

SAUNDERS & CO., 296/299 Upper Street, 
islington, N.i. Tel. Can 2487/8/9. 
NORTH-EAST LONDON 

H. EDELMAN & CO., F.A.L., Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, Surveyors, Valuers, {72 Clapton 

€. 5. STA 0036 

WM. STEVENS & SON, 5 Daiston Lane, E.8. Auctioneers 
and Surveyors. Est. 1969. Tel. Clissold 1802. Also 
at Brondesbury, N.W.6, and Edgware. 


NORTH-WEST LONDON 


ANDREWS, PHILIP & CO., FRACS. Chartered 
. 275 Willesden Lane, N.W.2. Tel. WiLlesden 





—_— LONDON 


NORTH-WEST LONDON (continued) 


ANSCOMBE & RINGLAND, G. 6 Slater, W. Andrews, 
G. Slater: Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
state Agents, 8 Wellington Road, N.W 8. Tel. PRI 7116. 
BENNETT & CO., Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, 
167 Cricklewood Broadway, N.W.2. Tel. GLAdstone 
6666 and 787! (6 lines). 
CAMERONS (Est. 1908), Estate ents and Valuers, 
90 Walm Lane, N.W.2. Tel. WIL l. 
T. B. WESTACOTT & SONS, Surveyors, Valuers and 
a. 74 Camden Road, N.W.!. Tel, GULiiver 
/ 


SOUTH-EAST LONDON 

BLAKE & DANNATT (Est. 1875), Chartered Surveyors, 
R. S. jackson, F.RACS., FAL, George Dannatt, 
FRACS. FAL, Nelson Road, S.E./0. Tel 
GREenwich 0593/0560. 

EASTMAN BROS., Estace Agents & Valuers, 280 Kirkdale, 
$.£.26. Tel SYD 660 

FURLONG (H. J.) & SONS, Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
Valuers, | Woolwich New Road, Woolwich, S.E.18. 
Tel. 1467/8. And at Eltham, S.E.9, snd branches 

HUMPHREYS, SKITT & 5°. (Est. 1793), 205 Greenwich 
High Road, S.E.10. GRE 1102/3. 

NOYS & HOWES, SAAPA. 4 Sydenham Road, S.E.26, 
and 137 Anerley Road, S.£.20. Tel. Syd. 5173, 6293, 
and 4742. 

PEARSONS, Chartered Surveyors, 189/19! 
Road, Forest Hill, $.£.23. Tel. FOR 1133/6. 

VICTOR W. HINDWOOD & CO., Auctioneers and 
Surveyors, 37 Chariton Church Lane, $.€.7. Tel. 
GREenwich 1144/5/6. Blackheath Village, S.E.3. Tel. 
LEE 3747. And Branches. 


Stanstead 


SOUTH-WEST LONDON 

ACLAND & CO., Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. 
Rents collected. (93 New King’s Road, $.W.6. Tel. 
REN. 1368/9 & 2317. Also at Richmond, Surrey (q.v.). 

ANLEY & CO., Auctioneres and Surveyors, 853 Fulham 
Road, $.W.6. REN 2383/5. 

GEORGE BELBIN & CO., Chartered Surveyors and 
Valuers, | Knightsbridge Green, S$. W.1. Tel. KNights- 
bridge 8846/ 

CALLOW & CO. (Estab. 1845), | Leigham Court Road, 
Streatham, §.W.16. Tel. STR 0185/6 & STR $252. 

EDWIN EVANS & SONS (Est. 1880), Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 25! & 253 
Lavender Hill, Clapham junction, S$ W.1/1. Tel. 
BAT OOS! (4 lines). And at Morden, Surrey. Tel. 
MIT 2281. 

FINCH & CO., FRACS. FAL, 187 Kingston Road, 
Wimbledon. Tel. LIB 3345. And Clapham, S.W.4. 
JOHN FOORD & CO., 56 Victoria Street, $.W.!. Tel. 
Vic 2002/4. Induscrial Valuers, Buildings, Plant & 

Machinery. 

W. HALLETT & CO. (Est. 1869), Surveyors, Valuers and 
Estate Managers (L. J}. Nixon. A.R.1.C.S.. Chartered 
Surveyor, A. R. Nixon, A.A.L.P.A.), 6 Royal Parade, 
Kew Gardens, Richmond. Tel. RiChmond 1034 and 5950. 

C. ERNEST MANEY, F.A.l., F.V.1., | Cavendish Parade, 
South Side, Clapham, S.W.4. Tul. 4414. 

RAYNERS, Property Managers, 30 Upper Richmond Road, 
Putney, $.W.15. Tel. VANdyke 1000/3166/4242. 

TAYLOR, A. W., & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 159 Putney High 
Street, S.W.15. Tel. Putney ay (3 lines). Est. 1883. 

WATSON & EWEN (Est. 1896), 366 Streatham High 
Road, $.W.16 (F.R.1.C.S., FAIS Tel. Streatham 
and 4788. 

WILLIAM WILLETT ESTATE AGENTS LTD., Sloane 
Square, $.W.!. Tel. Sloane 8141. And at 146 Gloucester 
Road, $.W.7. Tel. Frobisher 2238. 

YORK & JONES, Office & Business Premises Specialists. 
11 Palmer Street, $.W.1. Tel. ABB 1181/4. 


EAST LONDON 
ANSTEYS (Est. 1878), Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers 
and Valuers, 51! Barking Road, Plaistow, E£.13. Tel. 
Bre ry 0308. 
. BLISS & a Est. 1816), 162/4 Bethnal Green Road, 
2. Tel. BIS 4818/9. 
BROWN & oe. Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 218 East india Dock Road, E.14. Tel East 3872. 





Gast Sheen and Roe on.—-RODNEY 
& CO. (F. G. Porter, F.A.1.), 121 Church Road, 
. $.W.13. RIV 264! (3 lines). And East a 

Battersea, Clapham Junction, bea inh Soushfiel 
—RAYNERS {Neville Rayner VA. FRVAY 
L. S. &. Pegler, A.R.ACS., vey 205 Lavender Hill, 
S.W.11. Tel BATcerses 8686. r Offices 

Blackheath and Sidcup. SON & CREASEY 
Chartered Surveyors, 22 Tranquil Vale, $.£.3, and 
111 Station Road, Sidcup. 

Brentford (for West London and West Middiecex).— 
LINNEY MATTHEWS & CO. (C. A. Naylor, FAL, 
FALP.A.. F.V.1.), Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 

Sk 112 High Street, Brentford. Tel. 
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EAST LONDON (continued) 

CLARKSON & PARTNERS, Charcered Surveyors and 
Estate Agents, 223 East India Dock Road. E.14. Tel. 
EAS« 1897/8. And 23 Billiter Screet, E.C.3. Tel. 
ROYal 1006/7. 

MOORE, C. C. & T., Chartered Surveyors. 33 Mile End 
Road, E.i. City Office, 13 Lime Street, EC.3. Tel. 
MAN 0335/7. 

TAYLOR, LOCKHART & LANG, Auctioneers, Surveyors 
and Estate Managers, Est. 130 years. (S. S. Lockhart 
F.A.L.P.A., }. W. Lockhart, A.R.I.C.S., AAA, R.A. Lane, 
A.R.LC.S., M.R.S.H.), 230/232 Whitechapel Road, £.! 
BiShopsgace 7378 and at 95 Park Lane, W.!. 


WEST-CENTRAL LONDON 


BAILEY & WOODBRIDGE, 9 Great Russell Street, W.C.1. 
Tel.: MUSeum 2624. Estate Agents, Surveyors. 
Investment Specialists. 

BUCKLAND & SONS, 4 Bloomsbury Square, W.C.1!. 
Tel. HOL 0013/4. Also at Windsor, Slough and 
Reading. 

SAVILL, ALFRED & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, Land and 
Estate Agents, Valuers and Auctioneers, 5!a Lincoln's 
inn Fields, W.C.2. Tel. HOLborn 8741/9. Also at 
Chelmsford, Guildford, Norwich, Wimborne and 
Woking. 

E. A. SHAW & PARTNERS (Est. 1899). 


Surveyors and 
Valuers, 19 and 20 Bow Street, W.C.2 


Tel. COV 2255. 


WEST END LONDON 


ve ye gd SONS & NICHOLSON—H. C. H. Beecroft, 

Beecroft, F.R.1.C.S., F.AJl., Valuers, Surveyors 

ity "Assessors, 3a Weymouth Street, W.1. Tel. 
LAN 6721 (4 lines). 

DOUGLAS KERSHAW & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, Valuers. 20 Brook Street, W.!. Tel. 
MAY fair 4928 and 3404 

DOUGLAS YOUNG & CO., 
HYD 6441 and at E.C.2 

DRIVERS, JONAS & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Land 
Agents and Auctioneers, 7 Charles fi Street, St. James's 
Square, SW. 1. Tel. TRAfalgar 4744 

FOLKARD & HAYWARD, {15 Baker Screet, W.!. 
Tel. WELbeck 8/81. 

HERRING, SON & DAW (incorporating Arthur F. 
Bourdas), Rating Surveyors, Valuers and Town Planning 
Consultants, $ St. James's Square, $.W.1. Tel. 
TRAfaigar 4121. 

MAPLE & CO., LTD., Estace Offices, 5 Grafton Street, 
Bond Street, W.i. Tel. HYDe Park 4685 

PERRY & BELL. Bell House, 175 Regent Street, W.!. 
Tel.: REGent 3333 (4 lines). Surveyors. Valuers, Estace 
Agents and Auctioneers. 


| Dover Street, W.!. Tel. 


WEST LONDON 

ALLEN & NORRIS, LTD., Estate Agents, Valuers and 
Surveyors, 190 Fulham Palace Road, W.6. Tel. 
Ful 7817/8/9. 

ATHAWES, SON & CO., F.A.l. (Est. 1871), Chartered 
Auctioneers & Estate Agents, Valuers, Surveyors and 
Estate Managers, Acton, W.3. (ACOrn 0056/7/8.) 

BEALE & CAPPS, Chartered Auctioneers, Surveyors, 
Valuers, 126 Ladbroke Grove, VWV.!0. Tel. PAR 5671. 

CHESTERTON & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 116 Kensington High 
Street, W.8. Tel. Western |234. 

COLE, HICKS & CHILVERS, Surveyors, etc., Helena 

hambers, 42 The Broadway, Ealing, W.5. Tel. 
Eal 4014/5. 

COOKES & BURRELL, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate ts, Surveyors and Valuers, West Kensington, 
W.14. Tel. FULham 7665/6. 

FARNHAM & COIGLEY, Chartered Surveyors and Estate 
ents, 9 Kensington Church Street, W.8. Tel. 
EStern 0042. 

FLOOD & SONS, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 8 Westbourne Grove, W.2. Tel. BAY 0803. 
TIPPING & CO., Surveyors, Estate Agents and Valuers, 

56 Queensway, W.2. Tel. BAY 6686 (4 lines). 

GEO. WESTON, F.A.l., Auctioneers, Estate Agents, 
Valuers, Surveyors, 10 Sutherland Avenue, Paddington, 
W.9. Tel. Cun 7217 (5 lines). 





ae ye and Bedford Park.—TYSER, GREENWOOD 
& CO., 386 High Road, H. Norman Harding, F.R.1.C.S., 
F.AL, Ernest j. Griffen, F.AJ., G. S. 
Est. 1873. Tel. Chiswick 7022/3/4 
FY Ealing Common and District.—jONES & “ 
F.A.L., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Ealing Common Station, W.5. Tel. ACO 5006 (3 lines). 
East Ham.—HAMLETTS’ (LEWIS j. HAMLETT, 
F.R.LC.S.), 764 Barking Road, Plaistow, E.13, Su: 
and Estate Agents. Est. 1893. Tel. an 


» FAL, 


East Sheen, 
MELVILLE ( 
Richmond 
PROspect 1021/2/3. 
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Ed ~—E. J. T. NEAL, F.R.LC.S., F.AL, 39 Station 
. Tel. EDG 0123/4. 

Finchley.—E. C. LLOYD, 336 Regents Park Road, N.3. 
Tel Finchley 6246/7. 

Finchley and Barnet.—SPARROW & SON, Auctioneers, 
Surveyors and Valuers 315, Gallards Lane, N.12. 
Est. 1874. Tel. HIL 5252/3. 

Hammersmith—MORTON & WATERS, 310 King 

Estates Managed. Tel. 


Harrow.—E. BECKETT, F.A.l., Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 7 College Road, Harrow. 
Tel. Harrow 5216. And at Sudbury, Wembley, 
North Harrow and Moor Park, Northwood. 
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on 20th June, 1959. In all, five extensions of time were 
granted, the last expiring on 16th December, 1959. On 
8th December the respondents applied for a further extension ; 
that application was opposed by the registrar and refused by 
the clerk of the court. The respondents appealed. By the 
time the appeal was heard the statement of case and list of 
documents had been filed. The registrar applied for costs 
under r. 76 of the Restrictive Practices Court Rules, 1957. 


PEARSON, J., said that there would be no order on the 
appeal except that the purported filing and delivery of the 
statement of case and list of accompanying documents should 
be treated as good and valid. In the view of the court there 
had been unreasonable delay on the part of the respondents 
and they would be ordered to pay 25 guineas costs. Order 
accordingly. 


IN WESTMINSTER 


HOUSE OF LORDS 


PROGRESS OF BILLS 
Read First Time :— 
Great Ouse Water Bill [H.C.} [5th June. 
Land Drainage Bill [H.C.} [5th June. 
River Ravensbourne &c. (Improvement and Flood) Prevention 
Bill [H.C.} [5th June. 


Read Second Time :— 
Covent Garden Market Bill [H.C.} [8th June. 
Local Authorities (Expenditure on Special Purposes) 
(Scotland) Bill [H.C.}) [6th June. 
Manchester Corporation Bill [H.C.] {8th June. 
Middlesex County Council Bill [H.C.} [8th June. 
Printer’s Imprint Bill [H.C.} [Sth June. 


Read Third Time: 

Affiliation Proceedings (Blood Tests) Bill [H.L.) 
[8th June. 
[8th June. 

(H.C, } 
[8th June. 


Carriage by Air Bill [H.C.) 
Hyde Park (Underground Parking) Bill 


In Committee :— 


Department of Technical Co-operation Bill [H.C.} 
[8th June. 


Sheriffs’ Pensions (Scotland) Biil [H.C.}) {6th June. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS 


PROGRESS OF BILLS 
Read First Time:— 
British Transport Commission Order Confirmation Bill [H.C.} 
[8th June. 

To confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1936, relating to the British Transport 
Commission. 

Montrose Burgh and Harbour Order Con- 
firmation Bill [H.C.]} [8th June. 

To confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1936, relating to Montrose Burgh and 
Harbour. 


(Amendment) 


Read Second Time :— 
Saint Benet Sherehog Churchyard Bill [H.L.] [6th June. 
Saint Pancras, Pancras Lane Churchyard Bill [H.L.] 
[6th June. 
Read Third Time:— 
Consumer Protection Bill [H.C.} [9th June. 
Small Estates (Representation) Bill [H.C.} [9th June. 
Teeside Railless Traction Board (Additional Route) Provisional 
Order Bill [H.C.} [8th June. 
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APPEARANCES: Walter Gumbel 
Donaldson (Treasury Solicitor). 
{Reported by Norman Paimosr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


(Allen & Overy) ; John 


[1 W.L.R. 914 


THE WEEKLY 
CASES INCLUDED IN 


LAW REPORTS 


Topay's ISSUE OF W.L.R. 


Vol 
Hayward v. Hayward (otherwise Prestwood) .. 2 
McCullie v. Butler (p. 445, ante) , 
Marten v. Flight Refuelling, Ltd. (p. 442, 
Ridge v. Baldwin (p. 384, ante) a et 
Roberts (A.) & Co., Ltd. v. Leicestershire County 
Council (p. 425, ante) 
Yorkshire Insurance Co., Ltd. 4 
Co., Ltd. (p. 367, ante) 


THE 
Page 

993 
1011 
1018 
1054 


ante) .. 


1000 


Nisbet Shipping 


1043 


AND WHITEHALL 


In Committee: 


Finance Bill [H.C.} 


[8th June 


STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS 

Cereals (Deficiency Payments) 
(S.I. 1961 No. 1072.) 5d 

Cereals (Protection of Guarantees) (Amendment) Order, 1961. 
(S.I. 1961 No. 1071.) 5d 

Charities (Exception of Certain Charities for Boy Scouts and 
Girl Guides from Registration) Regulations, 1961. (S.1. 1961 
No. 1044.) 4d. 

Courts-Martial Appeal (Amendment) Rules, 1961. 
No. 1015.) 4d. 

Craven Water Board (Carleton 
(S.I. 1961 No. 1010.) 4d 

Eastbourne Water (Financial Provsions) Order, 
1961 No. 1011.) 5d. 

European Free Trade Association (J mmunities and Privileges) 
Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 1000.) 5d. 

Export of Goods (Control) Order, 1960 (Amendment No. 2) 
Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 1034.) 6d. 

Fylde Water Board (Broughton Scheme) Order, 1961 
1961 No. 1042.) 5d. 

Parking Places (Westminster) (No. 1, 1958) 
No. 3) Order, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 1037.) 6d 

Parking Places (Westminster) (No. 1, 1959) (Amendment No. 2) 
Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 1038.) 6d. 

Parking Places (Westminster) (No. 1, 1960) (Amendment No.2) 
Order, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 1039.) 5d. 

Patents Appeal Tribunal (Amendment) 
1961 No. 1016.) 4d. 
These rules insert in the Patents Appeal Tribunal Rules, 1950, 

a provision requiring a respondent to give notice of any intention 

on his part to support the decision appealed against on new 

grounds. They also make a minor correction in r. 1 of the 

1950 rules. 

Stopping up of Highways Orders, 1961:— 
County of Bristol (No. 6). (S.I. 1961 No. 990.) 5d. 
County of Buckingham (No. 6). (S.I. 1961 No. 1013.) 
County of Derby (No. 6). (S.I. 1961 No. 1021.) 5d. 
London (No. 21). (S.1. 1961 No. 1047.) 5d. 
City and County of Newcastle upon Tyne (No. 1). 

No. 1036.) 5d 
County Borough of Southampton (No. 3). 
5d. 

Treasury (Loans to Local Authorities) (Interest) Minute, 1961. 

(S.1. 1961 No. 1040.) 5d. 


Treasury (Loans to Persons Other than Local 
(Interest) Minute, 1961. 


(Amendment) Order, 1961 


(S.1. 1961 


Waterworks) Order, 1961. 


1961. (S.I 


(S.1 


(Amendment 


Rules, 1961. (S.1 


4d. 


(S.1. 1961 


(S.1. 1961 No. 1014.) 


Authorities) 
(S.I. 1961 No. 1041.) 5d, 
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Wages Regulation 


(Hairdressing) Order, 1961 (S.I. 1961 
No. 1026 lid 
Wages Regulation (Retail Food) (Scotland) Order, 1961. (S.I. 
1961 No. 1032 lid 
Wages Regulation (Retail Newsagency, Tobacco and Con- 
fectionery) (Scotland) Order, 1961 (S.L. 1961 No. 1031.) 11d 


Wages Regulation (Stamped or Pressed Metal-Wares) (Amend- 
ment) Order, 1961 (S.I. 1961 No. 1033 6d 
West Lothian Water Board (Amendment) Order, 1961. (S.I. 
1961 No 975 (S.61).) 5d 
SELECTED APPOINTED DAYS 
June 
2nd Wages Regulation (Rubber Proofed Garment) Order, 
1961 (S.I. 1961 No. 955.) 
5th Wages Regulation (Retail Bookselling and Stationery) 
Order, 1961. (S.] 1961 No 903 


Wages Regulation (Retail Newsagency, 
Confectionery) (England and Wales) 
(S.1. 1961 No. 921 


Tobacco and 
Order, 1961. 





The Solicitors’ Journal ” 
Friday, June 16, 1961 


June (continued) 


12th Wages Regulation (Retail Bread and Flour Confec- 
tionery) (England and Wales) Order, 1961. (S.1. 1961 
No. 942.) 
Wages Regulation (Retail Food) (England and Wales) 
Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 922.) 
16th Wages Regulation (Stamped or Pressed Metal-Wares) 
(Amendment) Order, 1961 (S.I. 1961 No. 1033.) 
18th Private Street Works Act, 1961 
Restriction of Offensive Weapons Act, 1961 
19th Patents Appeal Tribunal (Amendment) Rules, 1961. 
(S.I. 1961 No. 1016.) 
22nd 


Charities Act, 1960, s. 4, in relation to charities for the 
benefit wholly or mainly of any part of Bedfordshire 
or Surrey, including Croydon. 

Charities (Exception of Certain Charities for Boy 
Scouts and Girl Guides from Registration) Regula- 
tions, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 1044.) 

Charities (Exception of 
Registration) 
No. 986.) 


Charities 
(S.1. 


Religious 
Regulations, 1961 


from 
1961 


QUEEN’S BIRTHDAY LEGAL HONOURS 


LIFE PEER (BARON 

Sir ALEXANDER MONCRIEFF COUTANCHE, 

1935. Called to th 
1915. 


sailiff of Jersey since 


Jersey Bar, 1913, and by the Middle Temple, 


BARONET 


ERSKINE, dire 
leputy chairman of the 
r 


Sir JoHN MAXwWEL!I 


tor of the Commercial Bank 
of Scotland 


North of Scotland Hydro- 


Electric Board. Solicitor 
KNIGHTS BACHELOR 
SALAKO AMBROSTUS BENKA-COKER, Chief Justice of Sierra 
Leone. 
Professor JoHN Boyp, Emeritus Professor of Mercantile Law, 
University of Glasgow; vice-president of the Law Society of 


Scotland, 1954—55 


LIONEL Brett, Judge of the Federal Supreme Court, Federa- 
tion of Nigeria. Called by the Inner Temple, 1937 

Hon. FrRANcIS ARTHUR Briccs, Judge of the Federal Supreme 
Court, Federation of Rhodesia and Nyasaland. Called by the 


Inner Temple, 1928 


RALPH ABERCROMBY CAMPBELL, Chief Justice of the Bahamas 
Called by Lincoln's Inn, 1928 

ROBERT JOHN DAVIES Admitted 1930 

TREVOR Jack GOULD, Justice of Appeal, Court of Appeal for 
Eastern Africa Barrister and licitor, Supreme Court of New 
Zealand, 1928 

Denys THEODORE Hicks, president of The Law Society: 


Admitted 1931 
CLIFFORD Di 

Called by tt 
Brigadier Dx 


LisLe INNISS 
Middle Tempk 


Chiet 


1935 


justice of British Honduras 


YALD MACKINNON, Administrator of the Territory 
of Papua and Ni Guinea Barrister and solicitor, Western 
Australia, 1925 

Hon. SAMUEL OxKre QuvuasuHie-IpuN, Chief Justice of the 


Western Regi Federation of Nigeria 


ORDER OF THE BRITISH EMPIRE 
K.B.E 
Hon. OLIverR Howarp Brae, ©.C., Her Majesty’s Australian 
Ambassador to the United State Called to the Bar, 1925, 
and took silk 1950 
C.B.} 
GrorGe Basit Tuomas Barr, assistant legal adviser, Home 
Office. Called by Gray’s Inn, 1931 
DOUGLAS FREEMAN CouTTS, registrar, West London and 
Wandsworth County Courts Admitted 1920 


C.B.E. (continued) 


James NAUGHTON DANDIE, president of the 


Law Society of 
Scotland 


GEOFFREY CHAPMAN GODBER, clerk of the Shropshire County 
Council and chairman of the Society of Clerks of the Peace. 
Admitted 1936. 


Joun SuHertpaN Hickey, legal adviser to Her Majesty’s 
Embassy, Paris Admitted 1924. 
FREDERICK HuGH DALzEL PRITCHARD, secretary general, 


British Red Cross Society. Admitted 1931 
O.B.E. 
EDWARD JOHN ASHMAN, assistant controller of Death Duties, 
joard of Inland Revenue. 
Maitre SAMUEL 
Embassy, Tunis. 
MICHAEL DOHERTY, registrar of the High Court of Australia. 


BENATTAR, legal adviser to Her Majesty’s 


ALBERT GarD, chairman, Plymouth, Devonport and Cornwall 
Trustee Savings Bank. Admitted 1901. 

AHMAD MuHAMMAD Hassan Hijazi, Judge of Her Majesty’s 
Court, Kuwait 

Miss AGNES WINIFRED KNIGHT, senior legal assistant, Solicitor’s 
Department, New Scotland Yard. Admitted 1936 

Lieutenant-Colonel CHARLES PATRICK BAILLIE 
Legal Services Staff List. Admitted 1930 

EDWARD ARTHUR PLattT, temporary legal assistant, Ministry 
of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food. Admitted 1914. 

EDWARD LEVERTON RUSSELL, senior principal clerk, Com- 
panies Court, Lord Chancelior’s Departments 


KNIGHT, Army 


M.B.E. 


ALFRED Epwarp Bickerstaff, chief clerk, 
Registry, Bangor 


District Probate 

JOHN CHARLES EAMES, senior executive officer, Her Majesty’s 
Land Registry. 

LEOPOLD PALIANDY KERRY, lately conveyance 
Registry, British Guiana. 

Joun WILLIAM WINTER, town clerk, Huntingdon and God- 
manchester Borough Council. Admitted 1919 


ing officer, Deeds 


BRITISH EMPIRE MEDAL 
(Civit. Drviston) 


ARTHUR HERBERT PRICE, court crier, Supreme Court, Northern 
Ireland 

ALBERT EDWARD 
Justice, 


Tuck, senior attendant, Royal Courts of 
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REGISTER OF 


Auctioneers, Valuers. Surveyors, Land and Estate Agents 








Harrow.—CORBETT ALTMAN & CO., F.R.L.C.S., F.ALL., 
Chartered Surveyors, Auct 


o Chartered ioneers and 
tate Harrow. 
Harrow Sf Aloo Sony and Planning 


Surveyors, 

Harrow.—P. N. DEWE & CO. (P. N. Dewe, F.A.L.P.A., 
j. Ferrari, “BRACS., F.AL., M.R.San.t., J. Cosgrave. 
ARALCS., A.M.L.Seruet.£. ). 42 College Road. Tel. 488/96 
Associated offices at Hillingdon. Established 1925. 

Hendon and Colindale—HOWARD & MANNING 

(G. E. Manning, F.A.L.P.A., F.V.1.), Auctioneers, Sur- 

and Valuers, 218 The Broadway, West Hendon 
9. Tel. Hendon 7686/8, tT at Northwood Hills, 


PARTNERS, LTD. 
F.V.A.; Bernard Roach, 
rey Lorenz, F.V.A.; john Sanders, 
ritchard, A.V.A., Auctioneers, Surveyors, 
Central Tube Station, NWA. Tel. 


Hendon.—M. E. NEAL & SON, ve gee N.W.4. 
Tel. Hendon 6123. Established | 

tiford.—RANDALLS, ees "adeninnd and 

Auctioneers (established 1884), 67 Cranbrook Road. 
Tel. VALentine 6272 (10 lines). 


Douglas Martin, F.A.L.P.A., 
FALP.A.; 


OLD = Levi & CO, FALPA., 
uctioneers and Surveyors, 760 Lea Bridge Road, 
Leyton, E.17. Tel. Leytonstone 4423/4424. 


Regine and en. CHEKE & CO., 252 High 
oad, E.10. Tel. Leytonstone 7733/4. 
ag eet ony GUY, Est. 1899, Auctioneers, 
wearers ‘ene Valuers, 55 a  - Tel. 
Ley 1123. And at | Cambrid Wanstead. 
Tel. Wan 5148; 13 The Green, 
Tel. Buc 0464. 
L TY, SON tM PRESTWICH, F.A.l., 
Auctioneers and Estate 


Agents, 682 High 
, Leytonstone, E.1/. Tel. LEY 1194/5, and at 
Wanstead and South Woodford. 


Mill Hill—COSWAY ESTATE OFFICES, 135/7 The 
Broadway, N.W.7. Tel. Mill Hill 2422/3422/2204. 
Merkern-- OOS GRAHAM & CO., Estate Agents, 

foperty Managers, 1364 London Road, 5.W.16. 
To POL 1313/1690. And at Thornton Heath, Sutton 
and ily, W.1 
Pueney.—QUINTON & CO. F.A.L., Surveyors, C! 
and Estate Agents, Hod a Sicdonend 
feed, SW wise Tel. Putney 6249/66 





BEDFORDSHIRE 
Bedford.—j. R. EVE & SON, 40 Mill Street, Chartered 
Surveyors, Land Agents, Auctioneers and Valuers. 
Tel. 67301/2. 
ROBINSON & HALL, I5A St. Paul's Square, 
rtered Surveyors. Tel. 220 
Luton RICHA RDSON & STILLMAN, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 30 Alma Street, 
Tel. Luton 6492/3. 


—— Wantage and Didcot.—ADKIN, BELCHER 
& WEN, Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. Nos. Abingdon 1078/9. Wantage 48. Didcot 3197. 


Bracknell.—HUNTON & SON. Est. 1870. Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Valuers. Tel. 23. 
civerg and_ Surveyors & PARTNERS, Auc- 


tioneers, and Sunninghill Mar 
1666), Windsor te ef 1) Iband cenley (Gorin 
Didcot a, mESSENG The 


County of = 


Agents, etc., The 


7 aad 
CHAMBERS, Chartered Sur- 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 


. DUDLEY a & SON, Chartered 

Auctioneers and Estate te Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 

32 Queen owes, Tel. Cos 577 (4 lines). — 
aidenhead, ndsor a ea 

. Tel. Nos. Maidenhead 53, ndsor 73, 

Newbury.—DAY, SHERGOLD & HERBERT, F.AL., 

t. 1889. Chartered ' and Estate Agents, 


Chartered > ve Rapes Estate Agents and 


Market Place. 
Newbury.—C. G. FOWLIES FRLCS.. F.A.1., Chartered 
16 Bartholomew a, By Tel. I 761 2 pa 9 


ral Valuers, dane. House 
Tel. Newbury 304 and 1620. 


ASLAM & SON, Chartered 
yeeers. Friar Street, a é tet High 
Windsor and Reading.—8U 
Street, Windsor. Tel. 48. And 154 Friar Street, 
Reading. Tel. 51370. Also at Slough and London,W.C. 


BUCKINGHAMSHIRE 


Amersham and The Chalfonts.—SWANNELL & SLY, 
Hill Avenue, Amersham. Tel. 73. Valuers, Auctioneers, 


etc. 
Amersham, Chesham and Great Missenden.— 
HOWARD, SON & GOOCH, Auctioneers, Surveyors, 
Oakfield Corner, Amersham (Tel. 
8097 and Great Missenden 2194. 
BLACK & CO., 


Auctioneers 

Square, Tel. 4633/4 
INETT, RAFFETY & CO., Chartered 
Surveyors, Auctioneers and Estate Agents. Opposite 

the Post Office. Tel. 1290/1. 
Farnham Common, ee ees 2 RAFFETY 
& — Chareered Surveyors and Estate 

The Broadway. “‘, Y 1062/3. 

be.—HAMNETT, og eg co., 


Street. Tel. 2576/9. 
+ South Bucks.—HUNT & NASH, 


- MORCOM 


PROVINCIAL 


South Norwood.—R. L. COUACIER, cone fom t, 
Surveyor, Valuer, 4 and 6 Station Road, $.£.25. Tel. 
LiVingstone 3737. 

Stanmore.—GLOVER of STANMORE, F.Vi., The 
Broadway (and at Station). Grimsdyke 224! (5 lines). 

Tottenham.—HILLYER & HILLYER (A. Murphy, F.A.1., 
F.V.A.), Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and 

rs, 270/2 West Green Road, N.15. Tal. 
BOW 3464 (3 lines). 


Walthamstow and Chingford.—EDWARD on & 
co., ee % o— and Estate 


— 
Agents, n S$ ‘ay AS Walthamstow, E.17. Tal. 
COPpermill 3391. pecialists in Property Management. 
Wandsworth pe Battersea and $.W. 
Area.—MORETON Ly: ym al Agetionser 
and Valuer, House and Estate Agent, 92 East Hill, 
Wandsworth, S.W.18. Tel. VANdyke 4166/4167. 
Wood Green—WOOD & LOACH, 
Auctioneers and Estate 2 iadincen 
723 Lordship Lane, a n National 
Bus Station, close to Ss Tube Seaton). Tel. 
Bowes Park 1632. 


and Valuers, 





BUCKINGHAMSHIRE (continued) 
North Bucks.—WOODHOUSE NEALE, SONS & CO. 
eg ee Agents and Valuers, Estate Offices, Bletchley 


Princes Risborough.—HAMNETT, RAFFETY & CO., 
Chartered Su and 


Estate 
Agents, oe Goat ‘el. 7 
Slough.—_EDWARD & CHAR 


Tel. , at Ashford, 
Slough.—HUNT & NASH, Chartered Surveyors. 
ackenzie Street, Slough. Tel. 23295 (3 lines) also 
at High Wycombe. 
Y & GIDDY. 


and Cross.—GIDD 
Tel. Nos. Slough 23379, Gerrards Cross 3987 
CAMBRIDGESHIRE 
Combettan- HOEY & SON. ee. Se | 1885.) Auctioneers 
8 Benett Street. a seassie. 


Cambeides nd County.— WESTLEY. ry HUFF, 4 
a on- 
a, ‘sae and Valuers, 10 Hills Road, Cambridge. 


CHESHIRE 

Altrincham.—STUART MURRAY a co., 
etc., 8 The Downs. Tel. 3. And at 

Birkenhead.—SMITH & SONS 4 


CORNWALL (continued) 

Redruth. —A. PEARSE Lapa & Deane om Ect. 1760. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors and V Alma Place. 
St. Austell and Lose -LAMPSHIRE’ & NANCOLLAS, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. St.Austel 


3254/5. Looe 309. 

St. Austell, Lostwithiel and 0 
few! | td a WATKINS, Auctioneers, Siel ‘ast 

tate Agents. St, Austell Saas/a. wenk 45! 
= rt Liskeard 2400. 

Truro, Mid and West Cornwall.—R. G. MILLER & co., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate ts. Established 
1934. R. G. Miller, F.V1., A. L. Miller, AAJ. 6 King 
Street. (Phone Truro 2503.) 


DERBYSHIRE 


Derby.—ALLEN & ae Chartered Auctioneers 
= Estate , 39 Full Screec. 
Tel. Derby a5e4s 3 lines). 


DEVONSHIRE 


Axminster.—25-mile radius.—TAYLOR & CO., 
tioneers, Valuers, Surveyors, Estate Agents. Tel. Sunnn 
Somerset West 


cs, Vi 
Devon), Chard (Somerset) and 





Valuers, BIRKENHEAD (Tel. | 
Birkenhead and Wirral.—jAMES | 
Chartered ioneers, Chartered Surveyors and Estate 
ote a Birkenhead. Tel. 1597 
ines 
Chester.—BERESFORD, oe ~ & SON. af"? = 
Valuers Surveyors, 22 


and WN. Devon.—BRIGHTON GAY, 
F.A.L.P.A., Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, joy Street, 


Barnstaple. Tel. 413). 
and WN. Devon-—|j. GORDON VICK, 
F.R.LC.S., “. rveyor, Chartered 





No. 5 
.—BROWNS OF CHESTER, LTD., Auctioneers, 
Sf Seeepligliemeeticaps 
Goes 2a 
ARPER, ) Chartered, Surveyors, 38 W 
Son ors, Wiles 


> nee HITEMOUSE & co. 
Surveyors, Valuers, 


a Sa ‘el, 20422. 
ni; iS TAYLOR & SONS, F.A.1., Chartered 
a ee a 21 High Street. Tel. 91. 
R & CO., wepepasese® 
juers and Estate Agents, Con, 
Cheshire. Tel 241. 
Crewe.—HENRY 


Auctioneers, Vaeoe§ 
Road tom Tel. STO 2123. 


County of ae & CO., LTD. 
Established 1836. Valuers, Estate Agents, 
Offices at Newquay, Truro, Falmouth and VW. * 

County of HAMLEY, FA. 

= j. HAMLEY, F.A1., A. W. Russell, F.A.L), 31 Town 
nd, Bodmin. 

E. PRIOR, F.R.1.C.S., F.AJ., Chartered Sur- 
veyor and , 3 Market Street, Falmouth. 
Tel. 1224. 

. EVA, St. Austell. 


id-Cornwali.—S. WILSON. 
Tel. 703 ey cai wae) Valuer, Business and House 
Penzance, St. ae es and Isles of 
WH, & SON, Re FAL PA, The Extn 
oan 
ieiediad Wir ic we 


4388. 

Bideford and North Devon.—R. BLACKMORE & SONS. 
Chartered Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. ae ae 
Bideford and North Devon.—A. C. & co 

Estate Agents and Valuers. Tel. 708. 
Brixham and Torbay.—FRED oy: F.A.LP.A., 
Estate Auctioneer and Valuer, Bolton Street. 


Exeter —GUY ge ge " co. 
Norwich Union House, Exeter. Tel. 


Exeter and S.W. 
GREEN & Se Agents, 


Auctioneers and Estate 
Est. 1884. Tel. 59378 (3 
es , S. HUTCHINGS & CO., e~a 4 
and Estate Agents. 


imouth.—POTBU: 
mt th . 14. _ FROST & 
; et. i087. 5 Regent 5S J bm 
treet, 


Devon.—WAYCOTTS, Chartered 
and Estate Agents, 5 Fleet Street, Torquay. 


Tel. Ta eri 
Torquay 
Auctioneers 
Tel. 4333/5. 
DORSETSHIRE 
UMSEY & RUMSEY. 
Head Office, {11 Old Christchurch x, — Tel. 
Bournemouth 21212. 14 Branch Offices in Hants and 
Dorset Istands. 
West Dorset—ALLEN, TAYLOR & WHITFIELD 
25 East Screet, Bridport. Tel. 2929. 
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Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors, Land and Estate Agents 








OURHAM 
Dartington.— ES PRATT & SONS, F.V.1., Auctioneers, 
to teen. and Estace Agents, 40s High Row. Tel. 68789 


Oarlington.—SANDERSON, TOWNEND & GILBERT 
Chartered Surveyors, 92 Bondgate 


EAST ANGLIA 


Norfolk-Suffolk.—THOS. WM. GAZE & SON, Crown 
Sereet Diss. (290/291). Est. a Century. Chartered, 
Auctioneers, Agriculcural, Property and Chattel Valuers. 


ESSEX 


Senflest, Hadicigh and South-East Essex.—jOHN S. 
tLOYO & CO.. Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents. Head Office: Estate House, Hadleigh, Essex. 
Tel. 58523 and 59174. 

Brentwood and Mid-Essex.—-HOWARD'S & CO. 
BRENTWOOD), LTD., Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 

— 143 High Sereet, Brentwood. Tel. Brentwood 
4338. 

Chelmsford, Billericay, Braintree and Maidon.— 

TAYLOR & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 

ts, Surveyors and Valuers, 17 Duke Street, Tel. 

1 (5 lines), Billericay Tel. 112/585, Braintree Tel. 
1564/2, Maldon Tel. 88/888. 

imesford and Wickford.—R COOPER HIRST, 

a FAA, Chartered Surveyor, Chartered 

and Estate Agent, 12 Duke Street, 

Cholesterd (rel 4534) and Market Road, Wickford 


Chelmsford and Witham.—BALCH & BALCH, 
Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers and Valuers, 
3 ba Wg Chelmsford. Tel. 51551; and 


DONALD COTTAGE, EAVES & CO., 
Chas. W. Eaves, F.A.1., F.A.L-P.A.), 67/69 Station Road, 
Sea. Tel. 857/86. And at Holland-on-Sea. 

Tel. 3270. 


Colchester and District.—C. M. STANFORD & SON 
(Partners and Senior Personnel fully qualified members 
Professioal institutes), 23 High Street, Colchester, 

Tel. 3165 (4 _—-. 


Halstead and &. Gesex.—H. G. HUGHES & CO. 
(GR “ V1) Auctioneers, Estate Agents and 
Valuers, Chapel Street. Tel. 2519 


Hornchurch.—HAYWARD & CO., Surveyors. Valuers 
and Estate Agents, 163 High Street. Tel. 46635/6 
MNord.—S A HULL & CO. FAI (incorporatin 
ASHMOLES. est 1864), Chartered Auctioneers an 
Estace Agents 16 Clements Road. Tel. li Ford 4366/7, 
and at Cranbrook Road, Gantshill. Tel. Valentine 


ORDON LANE & BUTLER, Auction- 
eers and Surveyors, 125 Rectory Grove. Tel. 78340. 
—HAIR (FREDK. G.) & SON, Auctioneers 
and Surveyors, 1528 London Road. Tel. 78666/7. 
Raylei, and Country Districts.— 
HAROLD W. PING BECK, Chartered Surveyor and 
Valuer (Pinchbeck. Chapman & Co.), 80 Rectory Grove, 
Leigh-on-Sea yay! and High Street, Rayleigh. Tel. 24. 
Maldon.—TAYLOR & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents 9 London Road. Tel. 68/888. 
Romford and District.—R. CHEKE & CO., 4 North 
Sereet. Hornchurch, Essex. Hornchurch 43423/4 and 


b 

Romford, Upminster and District.—HILBERY 
CHAPLIN & CO. Chartered Auctioneers, Estate 
and Surveyors, 135 South Street, Romford 
el. Romford 45004) and 42 Station Road, Upminster 

el. Upminster 2866) 
and S.6. Essex.—TAYLOR, SON & 
DAVIS, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 37 Victoria Avenue, 
Tel. Southend 4/20! (3 lines). And at Westcliff-on-Sea 

Sea 


and 
Westcliff and Country Districts.— 
H. V. & G. SORRELL, Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers 
and Agents, 40 Clarence Street, Southend. 
Tel. Southend 4225. And at High Street, Rayleigh. 
Southend, Westcliff and South East Essex.—TALBOT 
& ry Chartered Surveyors. Valuers, Auctioneers 
pnd Estate Agents. Established 1985. 34 Clarence Street, 
Southend-on-Sea. Tel. Southend 48137/8, and 29 and 
ne Hamlet Court Road, Westcliff-on-Sea. Tel. 


1/2. 
Woodford MARK UE we L & SON, Chartered Surveyors, 
poh athe eed rd Green. Tel. Buckhurst 0/8). 
and 





GLOUCESTERSHIRE 


and District and Surrounding Counties.— 
OSOWARD, MES & CO., incorporating FORTT, HATT 
& BILLINGS (Este. 1903), Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
then Street Chamber Spode, Probate Department. New Bond 
New Bond Street, Bath. Tei. 

Bech 3150, 3 


260 and 13 61360. 
Bristol.—c. }. MOLE & SONS (Est. 1867), 70 Park Row, 
Bristol, |. Auctioneers. etc. Tel. 24 4 (4 lines). 
Grietcl.—LALONDE, BROS & PARHAM (Est. 1848), 
64 Queens Road. Tel. 2773! (B lines). And at Weston- 


super-Mare. 

@Gricetol.—JOHN €E. PRITCHARD & <O. (Est. 1785), 
Chertered Auctioneers and Estate ts, Surveyors 
and Valuers, 82 Queen Road. Bristol, 8. Tel. 24334 
(3 lines). 


Please mention 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE (continued) 
Bristol, Somerset and Gloucester.—ALDER, STANLEY 
& PRICE (Established 1911), Valuation Consultants, 
7 St. Stephen's Street, Bristol, 1. Tel. 20301. A. at 


Perkins, F.R.1.C.S., art ‘gy R. 

Kislingbury, ap F.AL, A. E. Sutor, hoe 

W. H. Mapley, A.RALCS., A.R.V.A., FALEAS Auction 
, Clifton and 


and Estate Cthiews. ‘ae Whiteladies 
Redfield. 


Bristol and the West of England.—j. P. STURGE & 
SONS (Established 1760), Surveyors, they ome and 
Auct 


ioneers, 24 Square, Bristol, 8. icon : 
oa (5 lines). z — 
Cheltenham.—G 


. H. BAYLEY & SONS, Chartered 
en and Estate Agents, Valuers, 27 Promenade. 
Tel. 2102. Established in Cheltenham over a century 

Cheltenham.—VIRGIN & RICHARDS, LTD., F.V.I. 
Incorporated Valuers and Estate Agents, 3 Clarence 
Parade. Tel 56351. 

Cheitenham.—YOUNG & GILLING (Jj. T. Walford, 
AR.LCS., A. W. Allard, F.A.LP.A.), are 
Surveyors and Valuers. Established over 
3 Crescent Terrace, Cheltenham. Tels. 2129 and nd 2439, 

Cirencester —HOBBS & CHAMBERS, Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. Cirencester 62/63. 

Gloucester.—SANDOE & SONS, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Valuers, 4/5 Market Parade. 


HAMPSHIRE 


Aldershot, Farnborough, Fleet, Hartley Wi 4 
Alresford and Winchester.—ALFRED PEARSON 
& SON (established 1500), Surveyors, Valuers, 
Auctioneers and Estate 

136 Victoria Road, Pabuchee: . Aldershot 17): 
Clock Fegebor, 1—2 lines): 


House, 
Fleet Road, Fleet (Tel. Fleet 066—3 I 
High St., Hartley Wintney (Tel. ym ho shee 
25 West Sereet, Alresford (Tel. Al 274): 
Walcote Chambers, High Street, Winchester 
(Tel. Winchester 3388—2 lines). 
and and Hants Borders.— 


Aldershot Surrey 
KINGHAM & KINGHAM, Auctioneers, Estate ts, 
Surveyors and Valuers, Bank House, Grosvenor Road, 
Aldershot. Tel. 23353 

Alresford. CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 335. Valuers, 
Surveyors, Estate Agents. 

Aiton.—EGGAR & CO., incorporating Curtis & Watson, 
Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Estate Agents, Ackender 
House Tel. 2401/2. And at Farnham, Surrey, and 
Basingstoke. 

Pe mm —F. ELLEN & SON, Land Agents, Auctioneers, 
Valuers and Surveyors. London Street. Tel. 3444 


(2 lines). Established 3 
Basingstoke.—BATESON & NICHOLAS, Auctioneers, 
2 Queens Parade 


Estate ts, Surveyors and Valuers, 
(next G.P.O.), New Street. Tel. 

Basingstoke.—-EGGAR & CO., incorporating Curtis & 
Watson, Surveyors, Auctioneers. Land & Estate Agents, 
36 Winchester Street. Tel. 2255/6. And at Farnham, 
Surrey and Akon. 

Basingstoke —SIMMONS & SONS. Purcever, Valuers, 
Estate Agents and Auctioneers. Tel. ! 

Bournemouth.—FOX asa SONS, “Surveyor. 

Tel. Bournemouth 6300 (10 lines). Branch Offices in 
all Bournemouth districts and at Parkstone, Rin; 
New Milton, Southampton, a and W. 

Bournemouth.—RUMSEY & RUMSEY. Head Office, 
tit Old Christchurch Road. Tel. Bournemouth 21212. 
ae See ee 
tstan 

Fleet.—H. |. POULTER & SON, Estate oa. Surveyors 
and Valuers. Central Estate Offices 

p= ange ag : CO., FVI, Estace 
Valuers, etc. urst Road. Tel. 83303 Q 

Gosport.—t. s va RLCS. Chartered Su Soraeas. 
79 High ll Tel. 8732. 

Havant, Cosha Portsmouth, pion nee yA tsiand.— 
WHITEHEAD & & WHITEHEAD, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 5 West Street, Havant. (Tel. 1244/5.) 
82 High Street, Cosham. (Tel. 76427/8) Elim Grove, 

Hayling —_ ~ 77131 and 77148.) 


L JACKMAN AND 
TASTERS (Esc, tees) Valuers, otc. 
Tel. Lymington 3292/3. 


Lymington and WN: Foye oe & co. 
F.AL, Chartered Auctioneers Estate Agents, 
Surveyors and Valuers High a, Tel. Lymington 
2323/4 


New Milton and EWITT & CO. 
FAL. New Milton. Tel. 43. 
Petersfield.—CUBITT . WEST. Tel. 213. Valuers, 


Surveyors, Estate A; 
‘LUDLOW, Angerstein Road, 
North End. Tel. 61441 /2. 
Southa ING & CO., F.AL, 40 The Avenue. 
Tel. 2171/2. 
and New 


Southampton Forest.—DRIVERS, JONAS 
& CO. (Est. 1725), pron gee Waller & King, 
Charte Su rs, hand Semem. A Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents. Place, Southampton. 
Tel. Southampton 24545. 

Winchester.— 5. a 7 WELLER, fg? ate 

Auctioneers. V en oe Estate 5 Saeam 2 S Thomas 


(Continued on p. xxi) 


Street, Winch 





HEREFORDSHIRE 


Hereford.—GREENLANDS, LTD., Auctioneers. 
Agents, Valuers. Church Street. Tel. 2366 (4 i 


HERTFORDSHIRE 


All W. Herts, S$. Gucke.—(Messrs.) |. GIBSON 
CRACKNELL, Surveyors and Valuars, Est. 1897. 
59 Whippendell Road, Watford. Tel. 29205. 

Berkhamsted and Hemel Hempstead.—R. |. 
AITCHISON, F.A.l., Le ose 

a Cuffley, Waltham Cross and District.— 
ROBERT TIDEY & SON. Waltham Cross. Tel. 22964. 

Hertford.—NORRIS & DUVALL, F.RICS.. FAL, 
106 Fore Street, Tel. 2249. 

Hitchin.—]. R. EVE & SON. 5 Bancroft. Surveyors, Land 
Agents, Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. 2168. 

NM. Herts and S. Beds.—-W.. & H. PEACOCK, Chartered 
Surveyors. 8 High Street, Baldock, Herts. Tel. 2/85. 


ickmansworth, Chorleywood.—SWANNELL & SLY, 
53 High Street, Rickmansworth. Tel. 3/41. Valuers 


Auctioneers, etc. 
Tring, Hemel Hempstead and Berkhamsted.— 
w. pn N ay  h & CO., Urban and Agricultural practice 
Head Office: 4! High Street, Tring. Tel. 2235/6, 


SLE OF WIGHT 


Bembridge, Cowes, Freshwater, Newport, R 
Sandown, Shanklin, Seaview, Ventnor a 
Yarmouth.—SiR FRANCIS PITTIS & SON, Chartered 
voan tae and Chartered Auctioneers. 

Cowes, rt and all Districts.—A. E. & S. C. 
WABHAM, PALPA. (Est. 1860), Cowes. Tel. 114! 
(2 lines). 

Newport, R 


Freshwater, Sandown, Bembridge 
—WAY, Ri & co. 


KENT 


Ashford.—GEERING & COLYER, Auctioneers, Surveyors 
and Estate Agents, Bank Chambers, Ashford, and at 
Hawkhurst and Tunbridge Wells, Kent; Rye, 
Wadhurst and Heathfield, Sussex. 

Ashford, Sandwich and East Kent.—jOHN HOGBIN 
& SON, Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers, Land and 
Estate Agents. Tel. Ashford 449; Sandwich 3163 

Beckenham.—CHRISTOPHER 8. CURTIS. M.B.E., 

Surveyor and Valuer, 257a Croydon Road Tel. 
BECkenham 1000. 

Beckenham.—jOLLYE & WOOD, 4 The Broadway, 


Croydon Road. Tel. Beckenham |430 
Bexleyheath.—ARTHUR KENT & CO., LTD., Surveyors 
Valuers and Estate Agents. [24/6 Broadway. Tel. 1244/5. 


— —WATERER & DICKINS, Chartered Survey- 
rtered Auctioneers & Estate Agents, Valuers, 
133 ich ae Bromley, Kent. Telephone RAVens- 


Cancerbury.—FARQUHARSON & MILLARD, F.R.1.C.S., 
FAI.,80 Street, Canterbury. Tel. 4861/2. 
Bast Kent.—WORSFOLD & HAYWARD, offices at 


3 Market Square, Dover; !! Queen Street, Deal; 
4 St. Margaret's Street, Canterbury; and /2 Preston 
Street, Established 1835. 

Folkestone.—GEO. MILNE & CO., Auctioneers and 
Valuers, 107 Sandgate Road. Tel. 3619 
Folkestone.—-TEMPLE. BARTON, LTD. FAL.P.A,, 
69 Sandgate Road. Tel. 2258/9 

Folkestone and District.—BANKS & SON (P. R Bean, 
F.RICS., FAI), Chartered Surveyors, Chartered 
A etc., 6 Bouverie Square, kestone. Tel. 
4509/3559. 

Folkestone and District.—SMITH-WOOLLEY & CO., 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Land Agents, Valuers, 
Estate ts, Manor Office. Tel. 51201/2. 

Gra and Dartford.—PORTER, PUTT AND 

FLETCHER, F.A.l., nd Darton $326 DANN & LUCAS, 

Tel. Gravesend 388 and Dartfo 


Gravesend INNETT, Auctioneers, 
Estate and Valuers, “ss Milton Road. Tel. 
Grav. 


Herne Bay.—E. wag & SONS (8B. Smith, 
ARACS., AAA, L. Pilcher), Surveyors, i and 
Auctioneers, 128 High Street. Tel. 619/620 

—, Marsh and District.— 

. W. BUTLER, 86 High Street, Hythe. Tel. 66608. 

Maidstone fn ict. COUCHMAN & SON 
Chartered Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agen, King Soret Tels. 2558 and 2591. 

Maidstone and ny Neve egy & MATTA, AAL., 

Pen 


70 + ge pe reet, Maidstone. Tel. 51283. 
R & CRITTENDEN, F.A.L.P.A., 
joneers and Valuers. Offices: Cliftonville and 


Panne nag 
‘ood and West Kent.—MULLOCK 
as Ys R (A. F. Mullock, rire FA.LP.A., 
suse winmcomay see ~/ ai , 2568/2. 


Chartered 
Auct Valuer and Estate Agent, 
50 Queen Street. Tel. Thanet 53222/3 
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PRACTICE 


Questions, which can only be accepted from practising solicitors who are subscribers either directly or through a newsagent, should be addressed 
to the “ Points in Practice” Department, The Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, London, E.CA. 


They should be brief, typewritten in duplicate, and accompanied by the name and address of the sender on a 


stamped addressed envelope. 


te sheet, together with a 


Responsibility cannot be accepted for the return of documents submitted, and no undertaking can be given to reply 


by any particular date or at all 


Assent by Surviving Administrator in Her Own Favour 
Absolutely 


QO. A died in 1940 intestate possessed of real and personal estate, 
and leaving a widow W and an only son S. W and S were 
appointed administrators of A and paid the debts, duties and 
funeral expenses, and in 1941 W and S effected an appropriation 
whereby half of the residuary estate was retained by the adminis- 
trators in respect of W’s life interest and the remaining half 
appropriated to S absolutely. It is considered that the appro- 
priation document did not constitute an assent and that W and S 
remained administrators of A. S has recently died, having by his 
will devised and bequeathed all his property real and personal to 
W absolutely. Can W now execute a simple assent in her own 
favour absolutely in respect of the real property held in trust in 
respect of her life interest ? It will be appreciated that she has 
both the life interest and reversionary interest therein and these 
will most likely merge. In view of the case of Re Yerburgh 

1928] W.N. 208, can a surviving administrator execute an assent 
of this nature ? Would it be preferable if the vesting in W 
absolutely was recorded by a declaration on the lines of 
Precedent No. 22 in the Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents, 
3rd ed., vol. 18, p. 113? 

A. In our opinion the surviving administrator can validly 
assent. The assent will become sufficient evidence in favour of a 
purchaser that it is made to the proper person (Administration of 
Estates Act, 1925, s. 36 (7); Emmet on Title, 14th ed., vol. 2, 
p. 473; see also the comment in Emmet, op. cit., p. 474, para. 4, 
as to a parallel case). This will override any implication that 
there has been a previous implied assent by the administrators 
in their own favour as trustees for sale as explained in Re 
Yerburgh [1928] W.N. 208. It is perfectly proper to assent in 
favour of a peison who has become beneficially entitled after the 
death of the deceased by further devolution or appropriation 
(Administration of Estates Act, 1925, s. 36 (1)). We see no 
advantage in using the precedent you quote; in fact, we think 
that it has the disadvantage of bringing the equities on to the 
title. 


Settled Land—SurrENDER OF POWERS OF ONE JoOINE. TENANT 
FOR LIFE 

QO. A and B are joint tenants for life under the Settled Land 
Act pursuant to a will and a vesting assent made thereunder. 
1 has surrendered by deed his life interest to B. How can A 
surrender his interest in the legal estate and his statutory powers 
as tenant for life so as to vest the fee simple and all the statutory 
powers in B alone ? 


A. The short answer is: A cannot. A and B together 
constitute the tenant for life for the purposes of the Settled Land 
Act, 1925 (s. 19 (2)), and s. 104 of that Act prohibits the tenant 
for life, in effect, from parting with his powers. The circum- 


stances given in the question are not within the only exception 
to the above, which is contained in s. 105 of the Act. This will 
seem less unreasonable if it is recalled that A and BP, as the tenant 
for life, are trustees: s. 107 of the Act. If difficulty arises, 
presumably resort may be had to the limited relief afforded by 
s. 24 of the Act. 


Damage by Mining Subsidence— Non-SEVERANCE 
CASES 

Q. Summarised, the provisions of the Coal Act, 1938, Sched. II, 
para. 6, relating to cases where the fee simple in coal and the fee 
simple in the land supported thereby were not severed prior to 
ist January, 1939, in effect grant to the Coal Board a right to 
withdraw support from such land so far as reasonably requisite 
for the working of coal, subject to an obligation either to pay 
proper compensation for damage arising from such working to 
that land or to make good that damage to the reasonable satisfac- 
tion of the surface owner and without expense to him; and this 
obligation in either case extends to buildings and works on the 
land whether constructed before or after the coal vesting date 
Our first point is doubtless naive but we should nevertheless be 
glad of an answer; what is the authority for saying that the 
liability of the Coal Board is limited by these provisions to the 
liability therein set out ? The second point is: is there anything 
in the Coal Act, 1938, to support the contention of the Coal 
Board that the choice between the two alternatives (to pay 
compensation or to do repair work) rests with the Coal Board, 
and, as a supplementary, what in your opinion is the basis for 
the calculation of ‘“‘ proper compensation ’’? We have argued 
that, since payment of compensation is equated in the Act 
(admittedly in the alternative) with doing repairs, the amount 
of such compensation should be approximately equivalent to 
the estimated cost of doing repairs but the Coal Board insist that 
the amount of proper compensation is represented by the formula 
“ pre-damage value less damaged value.”’ 

A. (i) When a statute authorises the commission of what 
would otherwise be a tort, the party injured has no remedy 
apart from that which the statute allows him: Winfield on 
Tort, 6th ed., p. 68. It follows that the Coal Board’s liability 
is limited by the provisions of the Coal Act, 1938, Sched. II, 
para. 6. (ii) The relevant provisions confer upon the Coal Board 
“a right to withdraw support from that land so far as may be 
reasonably requisite for the working of any coal,”’ subject to the 
obligation either (a) to pay proper compensation, or (b) to make 
good the damage. On the face of it, the Coal Board appear to 
be able to choose between the two alternatives, and the fact 
that consent to (b), alone, ‘‘ shall not be unreasonably withheld’”’ 
seems to support this interpretation. (iii) It seems that the 
measure of damages is the difference in the saleable value of the 
land before and after the subsidence : Bowen on the Coal 
Act, 1938, p. 201. 


see 
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By Rupert Cross, Fellow of 


Precedent in English Law. 
Magdalen College, Oxford. 
1961. London : 
£1 Is. net. 


pp. viii and (with Index) 268. 
Clarendon Press; Oxford University Press. 


Procedure, Penalties and Orders in Magistrates’ Courts: 
Road Traffic Supplement. Second Edition. pp. 52. 
1961. London: Shaw & Sons, Ltd. 7s. 6d. net. 


Intent to Kill. The transcript of papers given by Epwarp 
Grizew, M.A., LL.B., and J. E. Wriiiams, LL.M., Wales, 
at the Haldane Society’s Symposium on “ The Doctrine of 
Intent in Criminal Law—with reference to Director of Public 
Prosecutions v. Smith.” May, 1961. London: The Haldane 
Society. 2s. 6d. net. 


Oyez Practice Notes No. 40: Hire-Purchase and Credit 
Sales. Second Edition. By W. D. Park, Solicitor (Hons.). 
pp. (with Index) 92. 1961. London: The Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society, Ltd. 12s. 6d. net. 


The Rent Acts. By R. E. Mrecarry, Q.C., M.A., LL.D., of 
Lincoln’s Inn. Ninth Edition by AsuL_ey BramMatt, M.A., 
of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. pp. Ixxxviii 
(with Index) 897. 1961. London: Stevens & Sons, 
£5 5s. net. 
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Ltd 


Justice According to the English Common Lawyers. 
By F. E. Dowrick, M.A. (Oxon), of the Inner Temple, Barrister- 
at-Law. pp. ix and (with Index) 251. 1961. London: 
Butterworth & Co. (Publishers), Ltd. £1 7s. 6d. net. 
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COURTS-MARTIAL APPEAL RULES 

The Courts-Martial Appeal (Amendment) Rules 1961 (S.I. 1961 
No. 1015), coming into operation on Ist July, 1961, amend the 
Court-Martial Appeal Rules, 1952—-(a) to prescribe the procedure 
of the Courts-Martial Appeal Court in proceedings preliminary 
or incidental to an appeal from that court to the House of Lords 
under ss. 10 and 13 of the Administration of Justice Act, 1960 
(rr. 5 (3), 6 and 7 Rule 6 provides that an application to 
the Courts-Martial Appeal Court for leave to appeal, to extend 
the time for appealing or for legal aid, or for leave to be present 
at the hearing of such an application, should, unless made orally 
at ‘the hearing before the court, be made, with appropriate 
modifications, in the form prescribed for making similar applica- 
tions to the Court of Criminal Appeal; (b) to prescribe the pro- 
cedure to be followed in the case of prisoners of war who have a 
protecting power within the meaning of the Geneva Conventions 
Act, 1957, and who have been convicted by a prisoner of war 
court-martial (rr. 3, 4, 5 (1) and (2) and 9); and (c) to adapt the 
provisions relating to the restitution of stolen property to take 
account of the coming into operation of the Naval Discipline 
Act, 1957, and the Administration of Justice Act, 1960 (r. 8). 
The Courts-Martial Appeal (Amendment) Rules, 1954 and 1955, 
are revoked, but r. 4 re-enacts th the Rules of 
1954. 


substance of 


AX ATION 


DOUBLE 17 RELIEF (U.S.A.) 


Relic 
(S.I 


The Double Taxation (Taxes on Income) (U.S.A.) 
(No. 3) Regulations, 1961 1961 No. 985), which came into 
operation on Ist June, 1961, relieved paying agents in this country 
of the obligation to deduct United States withholding tax from 
dividends paid to persons in certain overseas territories and to 
accord to those persons the same treatment as that accorded to 
persons resident in the United Kingdom 

The dividends of United States companies paid to persons not 
resident in the United States are normally subject to United 
States withholding tax at the rate of 30 per cent Under the 
convention between the United Kingdom and the United States 
for the relief of double taxation this tax is reduced to 15 per cent. 
where the shareholder is a nited Kingdom. 
For this reason States paying dividends 
to an address in the United Kingdom deduct tax at only 15 per 
cent. If the person beneficially en 
resident of the United 
convention to this 
(Taxes on Income) (lI 
provide that wher 
agent in the [ 
United Kingdom th« 
tional 15 per cent 
it to the United 
who will then a 
authorities 


resident of the I 
persons in the United 


itled to the dividends is nota 
Kingdom he is not entitled under the 
reduction The Double Taxation Relief 
S.A.) Regulations, 1946, accordingly 
such dividends are paid through a paying 
Kingdom to not resident in the 
paying agent shall instead deduct an addi- 
United States withholding tax and account for 
Kingdom Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 
count for it to the United States taxation 


nited 


persons 


In certain other conventions concluded by thx 
provision is similarly for the redux 
withholding tax to 15 per cent. on dividend 
the other territory 


United States, 


mack nited States 


tion of | 

paid to residents of 
these regulations authorise paying agents 
in the United Kingdom to refrain from deducting any additional 
United States tax ; 


they United States 
dividends to residents of such 


territories or to residents of the 
United States who, under United States law, are not subject to the 
withholding tax 


Similar treatment available, under 
the Double Taxation Relief (Taxes on Income) (U.S.A.) (No. 2) 
Regulations, 1955, for dividends paid to residents of the Republic 
of Ireland 


withholding when 


pay 
pay 


3 alre ady 


SOLICITORS ESTATE AGENTS 


The annual match betwee: 
Harrow estate agents is to be held on 28th 
Merchant faylors ground at Durrants, Croxley 
Mr. John C. Christie is arranging the match under the zgis of 
the Central and South Middlesex Law Society 


cricket Harrow solicitors and 
June at the Old 


Green 


The Solicitors’ Journal’ 
Friday, June 16, 1961 


NEWS 


LAND REGISTRY NOTICE 

In view of the forthcoming extension of compulsory registration 
of title on sale to the Cities of Manchester and Salford it has been 
decided to set up an office in Manchester where solicitors and 
their clerks may inquire as to land registration practice and 
procedure. 

This office will, as from 3rd July, 1961, be open from 
10.30 a.m, to 3 p.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays and Fridays. 
The address is as follows: 

H.M. Land Registry, 
Third Floor, 
64 Bridge Street 
Mancheste1 
Telephone Number: Deansgate 6028 
H.M. Land Registry, 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
London, W.C.2. 


Societies 


Members of the CENTRAL AND South MIDDLESEX 
Society and their guests attended at the Guildhall, Westminster, 
for a cocktail party on 19th May. Guests of honour were 
Colonel Sir Joseph Haygarth, chairman of the Middlesex County 
Council, and Lady Haygarth, and Mr. Arthur Driver, vice-president 
of The Law Society 


LAW 


The West Lonpon Law Soctety is holding a general members’ 
meeting at the Dominions Hotel, Gate, W.2, on 
Tuesday, 27th June, at 6.15 p.m. This will be followed by an 
informal dinner, commencing at 7.15 p.m., for members and 
guests at which Mr. Philip Asterley Jones, Editor of Tut 
SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, will talk on ‘‘ The Legal Profession in 
the Next Ten Years.”” The president of the society, Mr. Geoffrey 
Freeborough, and Mrs. Freeborough, are inviting members of the 
society and their ladies to a garden party to be held at their 
Epsom home on 15th July. 


Lancaster 


[The Mepico-LeGat Society held its annual general meeting 
on 8th June, when the following officers were elected : president, 
Dr. Keith Simpson ; vice-presidents, Sir Joseph Simpson, K.B.E., 
Mr. N. Leigh Taylor, M.B.E., and Dr. Francis H 
treasurer, Mr. Phineas Quass, O.B.E., Q.C. ; 
Mr. Meadows Martineau and Dr. Donald G. Rushton. The 
meeting was followed by the reading of the paper which won 
the president's essay prize by the winner, Mr. Leonard M. Minty, 
the essay being entitled “‘ Insanity and Diminished Responsibility 
Defences on Criminal Charges.”’ 


Brisby ; hon 


hon. secretaries, 


Personal Notes 
Mr. FRANCIS OSBORNE BatTEs, solicitor, of Derby, 
after forty-two years in practice. 
Mr 


has retired 


FREDERICK Epwarps, town clerk of Esher for the past 
27 years, was presented with a camera to mark his retirement at 
a meeting of the council on 23rd May. 


Mr. Roy GeEorGre HvuxTaBLe, M.B.E., solicitor, has been 
appointed secretary of the Gas Council with effect from Ist August, 
1961. 


Mr. JouN Davip Faux Jackson, solicitor, of Brighton, was 
married on 27th May to Miss Mary Elizabeth Osborne. 
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KENT (continued) 


Ra and ge name | & OVENDEN, 
1, Chartered and Estate Agents, 
rs. Exate House, 73 Ain y Street, 


Valuers and ourvarers. 
poe EY ao 
a Bg & CO. 
res x4 


Offices : ox Kin freee 
Sevenoaks.—KE 

Agents and afl 
Tenterden and 


WATERMAN, F.A.1. (Est. 1830), Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate en le . 33. 
District.—NEVE & SON, F.A.1., 146 High 
Tel. 3223. 
LNOTT — Chartered 
Auctioneers, Pleasant. 


/\. 
Welling —WM. PORTER & CO., at xt Falconwood 
tome The Green. Tel. Bexleyhea 
NEFIELD & CORNFORD, Town 
nals Buildings. Thanet 31010. 


LANCASHIRE 


lackpoo! and District.—AIREYS’, Chartered Auc- 

tioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers and Surveyors, 
18 Dickson Road, Blackpool. Tel. 22225/6. 

and — & CO., 

Station 


, Blackpool. ei. 30093/4. 
range-over-Sands.—MICHAEL a L. HODGSON 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. 225 

Liverpool.—BOULT, SON & MAPLES, 5 Cook Street. 
Tel aa pee bane = TA lines). And at West Kirby. 

Liverpool — Est. reset. Valuers, etc., 

North oan «oy Central at Birkenhead. 

chewenl and District.—JOS. NMMER & SON, 
48 Castle Street, Liverpool, 2. Tel. 3068. 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered rs and 


and wae-*, MARTIN BROWN, F.A.l., 
Buildin; Church 
treet, Tel. os 3373/4 
Old Road, 1 edhe} 19. el. Garston 358. 
Manchester.—ALFRED H. GARDNER & SON, F.A1., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 56 


Manchester, 2. Tel. Cen. 4943/4. 

Manchester.—STUART MURRAY & CO., Auctioneers, 
etc., 64a Bridge Street. Tel. Blackfriars "S747. And at 
Altrincham. 

M Oldham.—LESLIE D. CLEGG 
MORGAN & 2. bagi Surveyors, Specialists in 
Town Planning, Rating and Compensation, Prudential 
Buildings, Union Street, Oldham. Tel. MAin Mage 4 
6401/3. And at 65 Princess Street, Manchester,2. Tel. 


Central 7755. 
Preston—E. j. REED & SONS, F.A1., Chartered 
i at sens aot 
Rochdale.—ROSSALL, DALBY & PARKER, Auctioneers 
and Valuers, 5 Blackwater Street. Tel 3677 
District—R. BIRTWELL & SON, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers, 
5 Baillie Street. Tel. 2826. 
D LUMB & CO 


and District.—SHEPHER ee 
Auctioneers, etc. The Public Hall, Baillie Street. 
Tel. 3826. 


LEICESTERSHIRE 


Leicester.—_DONALD core. F.ALl., 
— & Estate Agent, V 
rthampton Street. Tel. 2 


4., C. G. Hale, F. 
. oll ARICS.. F.AL., M.R.San.!.), 74 Halford $: treet. 
Market ee Ge ry & . 
el. 


LINCOLNSHIRE 
Grantham and 
Chartered 
Westminster Bank = Grantham, 
Tel. Se Cs Boast, 


. & G. 
Hall Place Chambers. Tel. 2011. 


MIDDLESEX 
a NEAL, F.R.I.C.S., F.A.1., 39 Station 
cad. Tel. * dba: 0123/4. 
= and North London.—CAMPION & DICKINS, 
Surveyors, Valuers, etc., 28 Little Park Gardens, Enfield. 
Enfield 1224/5. 
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MIDDLESEX (continued) 


Harrow.—CORBETT ALTMAN & CO., F.R.LC.S., F.A.1., 
Cha Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and 
ao any FR Tel. 

"Also Rating, and Planning 

Harrow.—E. BECKETT, F.Al., Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 7 Road, Harrow. 
Tel. Harrow 5216. And at Sudbury, 

North Harrow and Moor Park, Northwood. 

Harrow.—P. N. DEWE & CO., Sea London Suburbs ” 
Section. Established 1925. 

Harrow.—WARNER os So. (T. A. beg CARP AD. 
Surveys, Valuations, , Specialists in Urban Estate 
Management, 5! = mony Road, North Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow 9636/7/8. 

Harrow.—G. }. HERSEY AND PARTNER, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Surveyors, 44 College Road, Harrow, 
Middl Tel No.: Harrow 7464/7441 and at 
Prudential Chambers, Grey Friars, Leicester. Telephone 
No. Leicester 57077. 

Harrow and District.—BARR & MEAD yo 


Estate 
Harrow 6: 
Surveyors. 





F.A.LP.A., MLR. 6 
(Tel. Byron 1023 (5 and 1S Road Harrow 
(Tel. Harrow 5178 (3 lines)). Also at Ruislip and Pinner. 

Hayes. errr & =. LTD. (Lister S. Camps, F.F.S., 
PVi. R.S.H.), Grange Chambers, Uxbridge Road. 
Tel. eos 3691/2. 

Hounsiow.—ROPER, SON & CHAPMAN, Auctioneers, 
Surveyors, etc., 162 High Street. Tel. HOU 1184. 

Moor Park ae Oe Northwood.——. BECKETT, F.Al., 
Surveyor, Cha Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 
MOOR "PARK ESTATE OFFICE, Moor Park Station, 
Northwood. Tel. Northwood (NH2) 4131. And at 
Harrow, North Harrow and Sudbury, Wembley. 

Northwood.—GILBERT LUCK, F.A.L.P.A., Surveyors 
and Valuers, 58 Green Lane, Northwood. Tel. 
2352/3/4, and 111 Pinner Road, Northwood Hills. 
lorthwood and Pinner.—SWANNELL & SLY, 
3 Maxwell Road, Northwood. Tel. 19. Valuers, 
Auctioneers, etc. 

Pinner and District—BARR & MEAD (C. Grain 
F.A.L.P.A., a ne foe Street, Pinner, Pi ner 
7727 and 7800. Also at South Harrow, Harrow and 
Ruislip. 

Pinner (Hatch End). Py MARSHALL & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate ts, 339 Uxbridge 
Road, Hatch Hatch End. Telephone Ha End 2238 and 

Ruislip and District.—BARR & MEAD (C. Grainger, 
FALP.A., M.RSan1.), 108 High Street, Ruislip. 
Tel. Ruislip 2215 and 4583. Also at South Harrow, 

rrow and Pinner. 
ict. Ickenham and District.—JOHN MEACOCK 
mn co.., Pn pe High Street, Ruislip. Tel. Ruislip 

3 opposite the Church, Ickenham. 


/4. 
Tel. hlistip $926 andl Sane. 
me 9 — Greenford.—AUSTIN FARR & CO., 
rveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Gat nS Senet end, Southall. SOU 6555 (5 lines). 
, Senator WAX 4642/4438 
je Os Prades ©. }. Westmore, 
Went -» M.RSan.1.), 


Surveyors, 
tioneers and Valuers, | ecidee howd. Tel. Arnold “aaa 
West Drayton and w—R. WHITLEY & CO., 
Auctioneers and Agents, 40 Station 
Road. Tel. W. Drayton 2185. 


NORFOLK 


WORTLEY, F.R.1.CS.. Chartered 
Tel. Cromer 2069. 


and East 
(J. L. Fielding, F.R.1. 
etc., | Upper Street 
West —— ERUSO | & > 
Place, King’s Lynn. Tel. sen 30tt/2. 


NORTHAMPT ONSHIRE 


Northampton and yaar hy SONS & CO., 
LTD., Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate 9 Fish 
Tel. 136. 33 Street, 


26 Priestgate, 
(Continued on p. xxii) 


Taunton and. District -C 


NORTHUMBERLAND 


“HINDMARSH Twervect TsOURN Ese 1862), 


joneers and » HW Agents, Surveyors, 
Tz owt ‘Rood, Newcastle upon Tyne. And ac 
Wallsend-on-Tyne 


NORTHUMBERLAND AND DURHAM 


HINDMARSH & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 49 Park View, 
Whitley Bay (Tel. 2351/2), 107 Northumberland Sc., 
Newcastle (Tel. 610081 (4 lines)). And at Gateshead 
and Alnwick. 

Newcastie.—DAVID A. LARMOUR & SON, F.R.LC.S., 
F.A.L., Saville Row. Tel. Newcastle 20727 

WALLHEAD GRAY & COATES, Charte: Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 84 Pilgrim 
Street, Newcastle. (Tel. 27471/2.) 75 West Street, 
Gateshead. (Tel. 72197.) 7 Priestpopple, Hexham. 
(Tel. 302.) 26 Frederick Street, Sunderland. (Tel. 2544.) 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 


Newark.—EDWARD BAILEY & SON, F.A.1., Chartered 
Auctioneers a te Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, 
7 Kirkgate, Newark. 

N —ROBE 


Tel. 39. 

RT CLARKE & CO., Chartered 
asa” and Rating Valuers, Oxford Street. Tel. 
Nottingham.—WALKER, WALTON & HANSON, 
Chartered Surveyors and Valuers, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers and Estate fom _ Lane. Est. 184! 

Tel. Nottingham 54272 (7 lines). 

ENRY SPENCER & SONS, Auctioneers, 
20 The Square, Retford, Notts. Tel. 531/2. And at 
4 Paradise Street, Sheffield. Tel. 25206. And 9! Bridge 
Street, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


OXFORDSHIRE 


Bicester, Thame and Oxford.—£. P. MESSENGER & 
SON, “pereeres Sorveyors, Auctioneers, Valuers, etc. 
Thame 263/4; Bicester 10; and Oxford 47281. 

Oxford and District—BUCKELL & “BALLARD. Est. 

1887. R. B. Ballard, F.A.L.P.A., H. 1. F. Ryan, F.R.1CS., 

FAL, H. S. Ballard, ARACS., F.A.l., 58 Cornmarket 

Street, ergs Tel. 44151, and at Wallingford, Berks. 


districts.—E. | 


4535/6) and 54 Broad Street, cote Ie ‘ . 
Wyameens and District.—PERCY BLAC! CO., Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
60 North Screet. Tel. 288. 


SHROPSHIRE 
Craven Arms.—jACKSON & McCARTNEY, 
Auctioneers, V: and Estate Agents. 
—HALL, WATERIDGE & 
Auctioneers, Valuers and 
South Sropshi 
Cop, Shrewsbury, Auctioneers 
alvers. Tel. 5306 and'2313. And at 
, Auctioneers, Valuers, 
ah Raa | Church Street. Tel. 
Auctioneers, bam ng 
Whitchurch 


WRIGHT. 
and Estate Agents, 16 Watergate Street, 
Tel. 2962 and 2157. 


Bath and District and Surrounding Counties.— 
COWARD, JAMES & CO., i FORTT, HATT 
& BILLINGS (Est. 1903), Surveyors, and 
Street bers, 14 New Bond Street, Bath. Tel. 
Bath 3150, 3564, 4268 and 61360. 

and , Auctioneers and 
Valuers, Valuations Mortgage, etc. 


Probate, 
HALLETT & CO., 3 Wood Street, Queen 
Bath. Tel. 3779 and 2118. — 


Bath and District JOLLY & SON, LTD. (Est. 1825.) 
iy wt Pk yt ay Ty = 
iret 3201.) mes 

Bath, Bristol and Districts —LOUIS POWELL & CO., 


incorporated Auctioneers, Estate Agents and Valuers, 
a eae Tel. 21 
Bath and Saas ESTATE vp = 


wh Comey. FY .V1A., Incorporated Surveyor 
Agent) (Ese.  yaceegpbegepey Bath. 


Tel. 3606 and 6 
miles radius.—TAYLOR & CO., Auc- 
estate Tel. 546. 


. SONS AND 
PEARD, Land Agents, Surveyors, V: Auctioneers, 
6a Hammet Street. Te. 2546, "ores . Tel, 319, 


oS Wesarton ONDE BROS. PARHAM 


Street (Tel. 4500); and at 


when replying to Advertisements 
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SOMERSET (continued) 


Weston-super-Mare and District —MASTERS & CO. 
FRACS. FAj, Chartered Surveyors, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, High Street. 

Tel. 6443/4. 


Yeovil and District.—PALMER, SNELL & CO., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors 
and Valuers, Yeovil. Tel. 25 or 1796. 


STAFFORDSHIRE 


Stoke-on-Trent and North Staffs.—CHARLES 
BUTTERS & SONS, Established {856. Chartered 
Auctioneers, ane Valuers and Estate A 
Trinity Buildi Hanley, Stok Trent. Tel. 2138/9. 
Also zt Leek. 





SUFFOLK 


St. Edrounds and East Anglia.—LACY SCOTT 
pet og 3 Hatter Screet, Bury Sc. Edmunds. Phone 


en East Anglia.—SPURLINGS & HEMPSON 
Est. 1780), Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers, 
Princes Screet, ipswich. Tel. 51807/8. 
ipewich and East Anglia—WOODCOCK & SON, 
16 Arcade Street, ipswich. Tel. 54352 (2 lines). 
Specialists in Selling Country Property and Farms. 
Established 1850 


Woodbridge and East Suffolk.—ARNOTT & CALVER, 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Est {1870 Tel. 179. 


SURREY 


Addiscombe, Shirley, Croydon.—MILLER, WILKINS 
AND CO., Auctioneers, Surveyors and Valuers, 19! 
Lower Addiscombe Road. Tel ADDiscombe 2233/4 ; 
and 142 Wickham Road, Shirley. Tel. ADDiscombe 4021. 

—GIDOY & GIDDY, Estate House, 
London yt Tel. 1919. 

Cosnipriey 60 ants and Berks Borders).—SADLER 

ou BAKER, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
95 High Screec. a, Laoag Tei. 4331 (3 lines). 
ict, Sanderstead 


Caterham and to Purley.— 
Jj. C. O'BRIEN, py Avenue, Caterham. Tel. 4255 
and 348. Limpsfield Road, Sanderstead. Tel. 4426. 
—EWBANK & CO., in association with Mann 
and Co. Est. 189!. Tel. 47. Offices throughout West 
Surrey. 

Couledon.—SINDEN, TOMKINS & KING. F.A.LP.A., 
Valuers, Surveyors and Estate Agents, 26 Chipstead 
Valley Road. Tel. UPLands 0600. 

Croydon.—BLAKE, SON & WILLIAMS. Est. 1798. 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and 
Valuers, 5! High Screet, Croydon. CROydon 7155/6 

Croydon, Addiscombe and Wallington.—BOWDITCH 
& GRANT. (Est. 1881). Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, 
103/105 George Street, Croydon. Tel. C 0138/9. 

and District.—JOHN P. DICKINS & SONS, 
Surveyors, Valuers and Estate ents. 1882. 
Zand 4 wooo Street, Croydon. CROydon 3128/9/30. 
London.—HAROLD WILLIAMS AND 
PARTNERS. Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, Chartered 

Auctioneers and Escace Agents, nes, 0 High Street, Croydon. 

Tel. Croydon 1931. And at Temple Chambers, Temple 

Avenue. yo C.4. Tel. Ludgate Circus 9288. 

Sutton.—SAINT, “SYMINGTON AND 
ane Surveyors, Auctioneers and Valuers. 
106 High Street, Croydon. Tel. CRO 2216/7. And 
at 6 Cheam Road, Sutton. Tel. VIG 7616/7. 

ayy epee & SON, Auctioneers & Surveyors, 
171 High Screet and branches. Est. 1855. Tel. 2201/2. 
WHITE 2 — 104 High Street. Agricul- 

tural and General S ‘ors and Valuers. Tel. 5. 

Dorking PEARSON, COLE & SHORLAND, Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers. 279 High Street, Dorking. 


Tel. 3897/8. And at ew 
Bookham Effingham.—CUBITT AND 
Tel. Dorking 2212, Bookham 2744. Valuers, 


}. GASCOIGNE-PEES, 

rs, Estate Agents and Surveyors, 
High Street, Dorking. Tel. 4071/2 6 Church 
Sereet, Reigate. Tel. 4422/3. And at Leatherhead and 


and Leatherhead.—A. R. & |. GASCOIGNE-PEES, 
FALP.A., rg Estate Agents and Surveyors, 
21 High Screet, Epsom. Tel. 4045/6. 4 Bridge Street, 
Leatherhead Tel 4133/4. And at Reigate and Dorking. 
Gsher.—-EWBANK & CO.., in association with Mann & Ce. 
Est. 1891. Tel. 3537/8 Offices wo West Surrey. 
Gsher.—W. j. BELL & — Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Rnd and Estate Agents, 5! High Street. 
Tel. Esher 3551/2. 
Ewell, Leatherhead and adjoining areas.— 
DOUG FALPA. 10 High Sereet, Epsom. 
Tel. 2362/4. (Four other offices.) 
Bwell.—WILTSHIRES, Estate Agents, Surveyors, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 55 High Street. Tel. Ewell 1665/6. 
Parnham.—H. 8. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 4 Castle Street. Tel. 


5724 (2 lines). 
& WEST. Tel. Farnham 526!. 
Valuers, Surveyors, Estate Agents. 
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SURREY (continued) 


Farnham.—EGGAR a —_. incorporating Curtis & 
Watson, Surveyors. Land & Estate Agents, 
74 Castle Street. ei 6221/3. “a at Alton and 
Basingstoke, Hants. 

Farnham.—GERMAN, ADDY & CO. (Est. 1903). 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors 
and Valuers, iit ae Street. Tel. 5283/4. 

Farnham.—WHITEHEAD & WHITEHEAD, amal. 
HEWETT & LEE. ¥) South Street, (Tel. 6277). 

Godalming.—H. B. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
— and Estate Agents, Estate Offices. Tel. 1722 

ines). 

Guildford.—_MANN & CO., Est. 1891, 22 Epsom Road. 
Tel. 62911/2. Offices throughout West Surrey. 

Guildford.—MESSENGER, MORGAN & MAY, Chartered 
Surveyors, 8 Quarry Street. Tel. 2992/4. 

Guildford.—WHITEHEAD & wee amal. 
HEWETT & LEE, 144 High Street. (Tel. 2811/2). 

Haslemere.—H. 8. BAVERSTOCK & SON, Chartered 
ap emeere and Estate Agents, 20 High Street. Tel. 


Haslemere and Hindhead.—CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 
Haslemere 2345/6/7, Hindhead 63. Valuers, Surveyors, 
Estate Agents. 

Kingston.—A. G. BONSOR, STEVENS & CO., Est. 1899, 
82 Eden Street. Tel. KIN 0022. 

Kingston.—NIGHTINGALE, PAGE & BENNETT, Est. 
cots seme” rtered Surveyors, '8 Eden Street. T 

! 


ingston Thames and Area.—BENTALLS 
ESTATE OFFICE OFFICES (L. J. Smith, F.A.L.P.A., P. F. Parkinson, 
B.Sc., A.A.L.P.A.), Wood St. KIN 1001. Sales, surveys, 
property and chattel val lettings, 
Leatherhead, Ashtead, Oxshott.—CHAS. OSENTON 
AND CO., Chartered Auctioneers, 36 North Street, 
Leateshend, (Tel. 3001/2); Ashtead 2382, Oxshott 


Mitcham.—LEONARD DAVEY & HART, Chartered 
Surveyors, Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 
Upper Green. Tel. MiTcham 6101/2. 

Oxshott.—W j. BELL & fon. Chartered Su 
Valuers. Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 51 High S Sereet. 
Esher. Tel. Esher 433! (2 ry” 

Redhill and Merstham.—E. H. BENNETT & PARTNERS, 
gant Valuers. Tel. Redhill 3672. Merstham 

4/ 

Reigate—MARTEN & CARNABY, Surveyors, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 23 Church Street. Tel. 3361/2. 
Reigate.—PEARSON, COLE & SHORLAND, Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers. 4 Bell Street, Reigate. Tel. 

4371/2. And at Dorking. 

Richmond.—ACLAND & *CO., a Aaqats, Surveyors 
and Valuers. Rents collected. '7 Kew Road (Opposite 
Richmond Station). Tel. RIC aun 

Richmond.—PENNINGTONS, 23 The Quadrant, 
Auctions, Valuations, Surveys. Rents collected. Tel. 
RIC 2255 (3 lines). 

Surbiton.—E. W. Wallaker & CO., F.A.L.P.A., 
Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
56/7 Victoria Road, Surbiton, Surrey. Tel. Elmbridge 
5381/4, and at Chessington, Surrey, Shoreham-by-Sea 
and hanes Sussex. (Chartered Surveyor D. j. Peachey, 
F.R.LC.S.) 





GLAS ees & CO., Estate Agen 
Property High Street. Tel. VIG 0028/7/8. 
And at Thornton Heath, Norbury and Piccadilly, W.!. 

Sutton.—iDRIS JONES & PARTNERS, F.R.I.C.S., FAL, 
722 The Arcade, Sutton. ViGilant 0182 ; and at 30 Abbey 
House, Westminster. 

Thornton Heath—LEONARD DAVEY & HART, 
Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate 
Agents, 781 London Road. Tel. THO 6211/2. 

Thornton gy ey GRAHAM & CO., 
Estate Agents and Managers, 808 London 
Read. Tel. THO 30008 “a ines). And at Norbury, 
Sutton and Piccadilly, W.! 

Virginia Water and Wentworth.—GOSLING AND 
MILNER, Station Approach, Virginia Water. Tel. 
Wentworth 2277. And at 8 Lower Grosvenor Place, 
S.W.1. Tel. Victoria 3634. 

be oy ye A. DAVIS & PARTNERS, 

4 Stanley Park Road. Tel. Wallington 2567. 

Walton.—MANN & CO., Est. 1891, 38 High Street. Tel. 
2331/2. Offices throughout West Surrey. 

Walton and Weybridge—HIGBY & CHARD 
(Consultants: George Geen, M.A., F.R.LLCS., V. C. 
Lawrence, F.R.LCS.), 45 High Street, Walton-on- 
Thames. Tel. 20487 


Walton/Weybridge.—WARING & CO. Est. 1890. 
Surveyors, Estate ag cereus and Valuers. 
Tel. Walton-on-Thames 24151/2. 

West Byfleet.—MANN ace. incorporating Ewbank and 
— Est. 1891. Tel. 3288/9. Offices throughout West 

rrey. 

Weybridge.—EWBANK & CO.., in association with Mann 
and Co. Est. 1891. Tel. 2323/5. Offices throughout 
West | aa eh 
Weybridge and sentry €. a & SON, 
Chartered Surveyors and ce Agents, | and 3 Queens 
a Serie Tel. S07 (3 lines), and at Walton- 


Watt and District—WATERER & SONS, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors, 
ete. Tel. 3838/9. 


{Continued on p. xxiii) 


SURREY (continued) 


OAR & SANDERSON, 5 Church Path. 
/4. Eleven associated Surrey offices. 
ANN & CO.., Est. 1891, Chartered Surveyor. 
(6 lines). Offices throughout West Surrey. 
Woking.—MOLDRAM, CLARKE & EDGELEY, Chartered 
Surveyors. Tel. 3419; and at Guildford. 


SUSSEX 
A + = a 


Storrington.— 





orthing 
BERNARD TUCKER & a SON, Est. 1890. 


hy Tucker, F.R.I.C S., F.AA., G. H. E. Evans, F.A.LP.A., 
W. J. Brown, F.A.1. Tels. Rustington 1, Worthing 5708/9. 
Storrington 535. 
Arundel Rustington. oe & PARTNERS. 
Tel. Arundel 2323, os 
Bexhill-on-Sea.—JOHN BRAY & SONS (Est. 


1864), 
Estate Agents, Auctioneers and Valuers, | Devonshire 
Square. Tel. 14. 

Bexhill-on-Sea and Cooden.—ERNEST SHEATHER, 
F.A.l., & PARTNER, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
14 St. Leonards Road. Tel. 350, 35! and 2280. 

Bexhill-on-Sea and Little Common.—RICHES & 
GRAY (Est. 1883), Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 25 Sea Road, Bexhill-on-Sea Tel. 34/5. And 
at 25 Cooden Sea Road, Little Common. Tel. Cooden 


2939 
YMOND BEAUMONT, F.R.LC.S., FALL, 
rtered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 35 East Street. Tel. Brighton 20163. 
Brighton.—MELLOR & MELLOR, Chartered Auctioneers 
Estate ts, 110 Se. James's Street. Tel. 682910. 
Bri and Worthing.—H. D. S. STILES & CO., 
.LC.S., F.A.i. (special rating diploma), 6 Pavilion 
Buildings. Tei. Brighton 23244 (4 lines). 10 King's 
Bench Walk, Temple, E.C.4. Tel. Centra’ 5356. 3 
Steyne,Worthing. Tel. Worthing 9192/3. 
Bri RANK STONE & PARTNERS, FA.LP.A., 
Queen's Road. Tel. Brighton 29252/3. 

Brighton and Hove—WILLIAM WILLETT, LTD., 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 52 Church Road, Hove. 
Tel. Hove 34055. London Office, Sloane Square, $.W.1. 
Tel. Sloane 8141. 

‘oundin 


Brighton, Hove and Surr 
MAURICE P. HATCHWELL, F.R.1.C.S., 
yen Cha 


Districts.— 
AL, gp nay 
Auctioneer and Estate ts, 

+ . |. Tel. Brighton 23107. 
Brighton and Hove and Surrounding Districts.— 
C. HORTON LEDGER, F.Al., Established 1685, 

red Auctioneer and Estate Agent, Surveyor and 
“ Sussex House,” 126/7 Western Road, Hove, 


Chichester and Bognor Regis.—WHITEHEAD & 
WHITEHEAD, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
South Street, Chichester. Tel. 303! (5 lines). Station 
Road, Bognor Regis. Tel. 2237/8. 

Crawley.—WM WOOD, SON & GARDNER, Estate 
Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. Tel. Crawley |. 

Crowborough.—DONALD BEALE & CO., Auctioneers, 
Surveyors and Valuers. The Broadway. Tel. 


H. BUDD, LTD., Auctioneers, 

Valuers, | Bolton Road. Tel. ‘1860. 
Eastbourne.—A. C. DRAYCONT, Chartered Auctioneers 
— Estate Agents, 12 Gildredge Road. Tel. Eastbourne 


Eestbourne.—HEFFORD & HOLMES, F.A.1., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 5! Gildredge Road. 
Tel. Eastbourne 7340. 

Eastbourne —OAKDEN & CO., Estate Agents, Auc- 
tioneers and Valuers, 24 Cornfield Road. Est. 1897. 
Tel. 1234/5. 

Eastbourne and District—FARNHAM & CO., 
Auctioneers, Estate ents and Valuers, 6 Terminus 
Road, Eastbourne. Tel. 4433/4/5. Branch at 87 East- 
bourne Road, Lower Willingdon, and 4 Grand Parade, 


P. j. MAY (P. J. May and 
FRICS. F.A.1., M.R.San.1.), 2 London 
el. East Grinstead 315/6. 
TURNER, RUDGE & TURNER 
Chartered Surveyors. Tel. East Grinstead 700/1. 
Hassocks and Mid-Sussex.—AYLING & STRUDWICK 
Chartered Surveyors. Tel. Hassocks 
Hasti St. Leonards and East Sussex.—DYER & 
OVERTON (H. B. Dyer, D.S.O., F.RACS., FAL; 
F. R. Hynard, F.RA.C.S.), Consultant Chartered 
rs. Estd. 1892. 6-7 Havelock Road, Hastings, 


Surveyo! 
Tel. 5661 (3 lines). 

H Se. and East Sussex.—WEST 
(Godrey, F.R.1.C.S., FAL) & HICKMAN, Surveyors 
and Valuers, 50 Havelock Road, Hastings. Tel. 6688/9. 

Haywards Heath and District—DAY & SONS, 
Auctioneers and Surveyors, |15 South Road. Tel. 1580. 

ton and Hove. 

Haywards Heath and Mid-Sussex.—BRADLEY AND 
ua Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
T ! 

Horsham.—KING & CHASEMORE, Chartered Surveyors, 

Auctioneers, Valuers, Land and Estate Agents. Tel. 
Horsham 3355 (3 lines). 
Horsham.—WELLER & CO., Surveyors, Auctioneers, 
Valuers, Estate Agents. Tel. Horsham 3311. And at 
Guildford, Cranleigh and Henfield. 

Hove.—DAVID E. DOWLING, F.A.L.P.A., Auctioneer, 

Valuer & Estate Agent. 75 Church Road, 
Hove Tel. Hove 37213 (3 lines). 
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SUSSEX (continued) 
Hove.—PARSONS SON & BASLEY (W. R. De Silva, 
Menics. F.A.1.), 173 Church Road, Hove. Tel. 34564. 
Hove and District—WHITLOCK & HEAPS, incor- 
porated Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and 
Valuers, 65 Sackville Road. Tel. Hove 31822. 
Hove, Portslade, Southwick.—DEACON & CO., 
iT ‘Sention Road, Portslade. Tel. Hove 48440. 
Lancing.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate aoe 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. 2828. 
Lewes Mid-Sussex.—CLiFFORD DANN, 8B.Sc., 
TALC ST F.A.1., Fitzroy House, Lewes. Tei. 4375. And 
at Dicchling, Hi Hurstpierpoint and Uckfield. 
F. SWAYNE, F.A.1., Chartered Auc- 


Surveyor and Valuer, 
3 Clinton Place. Tel. ~ 


Storrington, Pulborou Billinghurst.—WHITE- 
HEAD & WHITEHEAI a with D. Ross & Son, The 
Square, Storrington (Tel. 40), Swan Corner, ee 
(Tel. 232/3), High Street, Billinghurst (Tel. 391). 

Sussex and joining ties. —jARVIS * co., 


Haywards Heath. Tel. 700 (3 lines 
West Worthi and’ Goriag-bp-see—GLOVER & 


CARTER, PATRAS 110 George V Avenue, West 
Worthing. Tel. 8686/7. And at 6 Montague Place, 

Worthing. Tel. 6264/5. 
Worthing.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
ents, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 


Worthing. —STREET & MAURICE, formerly EYOMANN, 
STREET & BRIDGE (Est. 1864), 14 Chapel Road. Tel. 


Worthing —HAWKER & CO., Chartered Surveyors 
Worthing oad, ba Tel. Worthing 1136 and 1137. 
PATCHING a CO., Est. over a century. 


5 Cc 
wi 5000 —JOHN D. *STMONDS & CO., Chartered 
Surveyors, Revenue Buildings, Chapel Road. Tel. 
Worthing 623/4. 


WARWICKSHIRE 
a Tag and District.—SHAW, GILBERT & CO., 
be Newton Chambers,” 43 non Street, 
Sinninghe 2. Midland 4784 (4 —o 
Coventry.—GEORGE LOVEITT & SONS (Est. 1843), 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 29 Warwick 
Row. Tel. 3081/2/3/4. 


tioneer and "hae Agoat, 


WARWICKSHIRE (continued) 
——— B. ODELL & CO. ay 1901.) 


Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents, 
on Herdord’ Street. Tel. 22037 (4 lines 
Lea Spa and District.—TR USLOVE & HARRIS, 
Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors. Head Office 
yn Warwick Street, Leamington Spa. Tel. 1e61 
Sutton Coldfield. —QUANTRILL SMITH & CO., 4 and 
6 High Street. Tel. SUT 4481 (5 lines). 


WESTMORLAND 
Kendal.—MICHAEL C. L. — Auctioneers and 


Valuers, 10a Highgate. Tel. | 
Windermere.—PR. TER & BiniBeck (Ese. 1841), 
bal ma Lake Road. Tel. 


bgt gy sec me 
Bath 


and District 
COWARD, tea co. reece 
& BILLING (Est. 1903), Surveyors, ioneers 
Probate New Bond 


Department. 
14 New 1300.» Street, Bath. Tel. 


Counties.— 
FORTT, gat 


Mar' ee 
JOHN GERMAN & SON re *io40), Ua ee yes "tind “Agents 
Surveyors, Auctioneers 
Ramsbury, Nr. Marlborough, b> a MF 361/2, 
And at Ashby-de-la-Zouch rton-on-Trent and Derby. 


WORCESTERSHIRE 

Kidderminster.—CATTELL & YOUNG, 3! Worcester 
Sctreet. Tel. 3075 and 3077. And also at Droitwich Spa 
and Tenbury Wells. 

Kidderminster, Droitwich, Worcester.—G. HERBERT 
BANKS, 28 "lS Caner Street, Kidderminster. Tels. 
2911/2 and 4210. The Estate Office, Droitwich. 
Tels. 2084/5. 3 Shaw Street, Worcester. Tels. 27785/6. 

Worcester.—BENTLEY, HOBBS & MYTTON, F.A.l., 
in. etc., 49 Foregate Street, 


YORKSHIRE 
NORMAN R. GEE & HEATON, 72/74 


Market Street, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. 27202 (2 lines). And at Keighley. 


YORKSHIRE (continved) 


Bradford.—DAVID WATERHOUSE & NEPHEWS, F.A.l., 
Britannia House, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 

mts. Est. 1644. Tel. 22622 (3 lines). 

Hull.—EXLEY & SON, F.A_L-P.A. (incorporating Officer 
= Field), Valuers, Estate Agents, 70 George Street. 

el 

Leeds.—SPENCER, SON & GILPIN, Garett Surveyors, 
132 Albion Street, Leeds, |. Tel. 3017 

—EDWARD HARLAND & SONS, 
berdeen Walk, Scarborough. Tel. 834. 

Shetela. HENRY SPENCER & SONS, Auctioneers, 
4 Paradise Street, Sheffield. Tel. 25206. And at 20 The 
Square, Retford, Notts. Tel. 531/2. And 9! Bridge 
Street, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


SOUTH WALES 


Cardiff.—_DONALD ANSTEE & CO., Chartered Survey- 
ors, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 9! St. Mary Screet, 
Tel. 30429. 

Cardiff.—_S. HERN & CRABTREE, Auctioneers and 
Valuers. Established over a century. 93 St. Mary 
Street. Tel. 29 

Cardiff.—j. T. SAUNDERS & SON, Chartered Auction- 
eers & Estate Agents. Est. 1895. 16 Dumfries Place, 
Cardiff. Tel. 20234/5, and Windsor Chambers, Penarth. 


Cardiffl.—_jNO. OLIVER WATKINS & FRANCIS, 
Chartered Auctioneers, Chartered Surveyors, 
11 Oumfries Place. Tel. 33489/90. 

Swansea.—E. NOEL HUSBANDS, F.A.l., 139 Walter 

Road. Tel. 57801. 
Swansea.—ASTLEY SAMUEL, LEEDER & SON 
(Est. 1863), Chartered Surveyors, Estate Agents and 
Auctioneers, 49 Mansel Screet, Swansea. Tel. 5589! 
(4 lines). 


NORTH WALES 


Denbighshire and Flintshire.—HARPER WEBB & CO., 
(incorporating W. H. Nightingale & Son), Chartered 
Surveyors, 35 White Ne mi Chester. Tel. 20685. 

Wrexham, North Wales and Border Counties.— 
A. KENT JONES & CO., “TAL, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agencs, Surveyors and Valuers. The Estate 
Offices, 43 Regent Street, Wrexham. Tel. 3483/4. 








Established 33 years 


LONDON 


LEEDS 


This Agency covers the World 


Open 24 hours day and night 


INTERNATIONAL INVESTIGATORS 


3 Lower JoHN Street, PiccaDILLy Circus, W.1. Tel. GERrard £730 
(8 lines 


2 WoopHouse Square. Tel. Leeds 28241 


Information for English or Foreign Courts 
MALE AND FEMALE OPERATORS OF EVERY NATIONALITY 
PERSONNEL — EX SCOTLAND YARD OFFICERS 


Telegraphic and Cable Address: “ Privateye, Piccy, LONDON” 
MEMBERS ASSOCIATED LICENSED DETECTIVES OF NEW YORK STATE 





In a thousand ways and 
places TOC H gives the 
personal human touch 
of cheerful friendship 
lacking in many lives 


Please help 
this voluntary work to spread 


TOC H, IS TRINITY SQUARE, LONDON, E.C.3 


POUNDED BY REV. P. B. (‘ TUBBY’) CLAYTON, C.H., M.C. 











LONDON CITY MISSION 
instituted 1835. 150 Missionaries Employed 
Yeo Soslesy cite Gor Oe cobtedl ond coe See 
of the people of London, mainly by house-to-house 
visitation and evangelism in ‘aduanry 
Latest Report Sent Free on Request 
£2,200 weekly required for the maintenance 
of the Society’s operations 


Testamentary Bequests Earnestly Solicited 
Chairman : E. G. A. BARTLETT, Esq. 
Treasurer: O. B. GILBART-SMITH, Esq. 
Secretary : Rev. Canon C. E. ARNOLD, MLA. 
Bankers : Bank, Lrd., 

54 eb mn any E.C.3 


6 ECCLESTON STREET, LONDON, S.W.! 











BIBLES 
IN MANY LANGUAGES 
are continually needed by Ministers, 
Missionaries and other Christian Workers 
IN MANY LANDS 
substantial help is often 
FREELY GIVEN by the 
TRINITARIAN BIBLE SOCIETY 
7 Bury Place, London, W.C.1 (HOL 9460) 


GIFTS and LEGACIES help to maintain 
and extend this VITAL WORK 





COINS AND MEDALS 
COLLECTIONS OR SINGLE SPECIMENS 
BOUGHT AND SOLD 
VALUATIONS MADE 
A. H. BALDWIN & SONS, LI LTD. 


Robert St., Adelphi, W.C.2 



































ANTIQUE SILVER AND PLATE 


BENTLEY & CO. 


65 New Bond Street, London, W.! (Mayfair 065!) 
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PUBLIC NOTICES 


NATIONAL COAL BOARD 


ASSISTANT SOLICITOR required in the Legal 
Department North Western Division at 
Manchester to assist in the work of the Depart 
ment generally 

Applicants 
age 

Salary will be within the range £935-—41,600 
per annum in with experience 
There will be prospects of promotion in the 
service of the National Coal Board 

The successful candidate will be required to 
pass a medical examination and join the Board's 
advantageous superannuation scheme 

Applications stating age, education, qualifica- 
tions, experience, supported by three references 
to the Divisional Chief Staff Officer, 40 Portland 
Street, Manchester, 1, within ten days 


should be under 35 of 


years 


accordance 


PENGE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL 
COUNTY OF KENT 
APPOINTMENT OF DEPUTY 
AND SOLICITOR 


CLERK 


Applications invited from Solicitors 
with Local Government experience for this 
appointment. Salary within Grades AP1 
IV/V (maximum /1,480), plus London weight 
ing. Commencing salary in accordance with 
experience 

Applications stating age, and full details of 
qualifications and experience, together with 
the names and addresses of two Keferees 
must reach me not later than the Ist July, 
1961. Canvassing disqualifies 

Penge is in the Review Area of 
Commission on Local Government 
London. 


are 


the Royal 
in (rreater 


PERCY J. BUNTING 
Clerk of the Council 

Town Hall, 

Anerley Road 


9th June, 1961 


S.E.20 


HARLOW URBAN DISTRICT 
require 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Salary APT. V (/1,310-—£1,480) or Scale A 
(£1,400-£1,565 according to experience 
Appointment subject to a satisfactory medical 
examination. 

The successful applicant will 
department immediately below 
Clerk and will be entitled to 
allowarice if he has a car 

Housing available and reasonable removal 
expenses paid 

In addition to superannuation the 
have Widow's Pension and Injury 
Schemes. Good office 
Town Hall. 

Harlow, with a population of 53,000 rapidly 
expanding to 80,000 offers wide legal and 
administrative experience (including 
mittee work) to a keen applicant 

Applications, naming two referees, to 
received by the Clerk of the Council, 
Hall, Harlow, not later than first 
5th July, 1961 


an 


rank in the 
the Deputy 


sual user 


Council 
Allowance 
conditions in a new 


com 


be 
Town 
post, 
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ROTHERHAM RURAL DISTRICT 
COUNCIL 


(Population 59,000) 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Applications are invited from Solicitors for 
the above appointment in the Department of 
the Clerk to the Council. 

Local Government experience not essential, 
but candidates should have some experience 
in conveyancing and general legal work. 

Salary within the range Grade A.P.T. V 
Lettered Scale ““A”’ (£1,310— 1,565), the 
commencing point to be dependent upon the 
experience of the successful candidate. 

[he appointment is permanent and will be 
subject to the provisions of the Local Govern 
ment Superannuation Acts, 1937 and 1953, 
and determinable by either party upon one 
month's previous notice in writing. 

The post offers excellent opportunities of 
gaining experience in the legal and adminis 
trative work of a large progressive Rural 
Authority 

The Council will provide housing accom- 
modation for the successful candidate, if 
required 

Applications, together with the names and 
addresses of two persons to whom reference 
can be made, should be received by me not 
later than Friday, the 30th June, 1961. 


E. F. L. DANBURY, 


Clerk to the Council 

Council Offices, 
Moorgate, 

Rotherham, Yorks. 


June, 1961 


COUNTY BOROUGH OF NEWPORT 


Town CLERK'S DEPARTMENT 


CONVEYANCING CLERK 


Conveyancing Clerk required 
4815 to {£960 per annum 
salary according to experience. Local Govern- 
ment experience not essential. Tenancy of 
Council house or flat available if circumstances 
warrant. Approved furniture removal expenses 
paid. Five-day week 

Applications, giving age, full details of 
experience and qualifications, with names of 
two referees, to Town Clerk, Civic Centre, 
Newport, Mon., by 26th June, 1961. 


APT... i 
Commencing 


CITY OF SALFORD 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Assistant Solicitor required. Salary scale 
£1,310— £1,480. Commencing salary according 
to qualifications and experience. 

Municipal experience desirable 
essential. Must be good advocate 

Applications, with names of two referees, to 
the undersigned by Ist July, 1961. 


but not 


R. RIBBLESDALE THORNTON, 


Town Clerk. 
Town Hall, 
Salford, 3. 





FRIMLEY AND CAMBERLEY URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL 


CLERK’S DEPARTMENT 
Applications are invited for the permanent 
superannuable appointment of 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 
(£1,565 


Scale 


Local Government experience desirable 
but not essential. Car allowance will 
granted on the Council’s Casual User Scale 

Housing accommodation will be provided, 
if required, where the successful applicant 
married and financial assistance will be 
granted towards removal expenses 

Applications giving details of age, « xperience 
and qualifications should be forwarded to the 
undersigned together with the names and 
addresses of two referees by the 4th July , 1961 


18 


be 


18 


K. S 


HARVEY, 


Clerk of the Council. 


CITY OF HEREFORD 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 
Applications are invited 
Assistant Solicitor at a 
Grades A.P.T. LIT/IV 
Previous local government 
essential. 

Application forms are obtainable from me, 
and should be returned to me by the 7th July, 
1961. 

Housing accommodation will 
to the successful applicant, if 


for the post 
salary within 
£960 £1,310 


experience 


of 
the 


not 


be available 


required 


J. A. WESTON, 


Town Clerk. 
Town Hall, 
Hereford. 
June, 1961. 


NEW SCOTLAND YARD 


PROSECUTING SOLICITORS on permanent 
staff of Solicitor’s Department Age 24-40. 
Starting salary £1,150 at age 24 to £1,703 
at age 35 (or over). Scale maximum £1,937. 
Non-contributory pension prospects 
of promotion. No previous experience required 
of criminal prosecutions. Particulars from 
Secretary, Room 165 (LA), New Scotland 
Yard, S.W.1. 


Good 


NEW ZEALAND 
GOVERNMENT LEGAL OFFICERS 


The New Zealand Government invites 
applications from barristers or solicitors or 
graduates in Law for appointment to the 
permanent staff in several Departments of 
the New Zealand Public Service 

Salary on appointment from £900 to £1,120 
according to qualifications and experience 

Duties, details of experience desirable, 
general information on conditions of employ- 
ment in the New Zealand Publi 
application forms will be sent 
the High Commissioner for New Zealand, 
415 Strand, London, W.C.2, with whom 
applications will close on 31st July, 1961 

Please quote reference B13/10/2 when 
enquiring. 


Service and 
on request to 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT 


qceggapenteter urgently 
‘4. or unqualified, in 
Counties practice. Stage age, experience and 
salary required._-Box 7823, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 


required, qualified 
expanding Home 


(_—— Solicitor for medium-sized 
43 practice, East Herts, to assist mainly with 
common law but some conveyancing. Liberal 
salary according to qualifications and experi- 
ence. Free house if required. Experienced 
energetic unadmitted assistant would be 
considered Box 7714, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 


E.C.4 


ITIGATION.—Efficient clerk required to 
4 take charge of Solicitors busy debt collect- 
ing department. Good salary will be paid to 
the right person. Hol. 2366 or Box 7825, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
3uildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


| ERKSHIRE, Market Town Young Clerk 
with conveyancing, probate and general 
experience required in small family practice 
to deal with all types of work and train as 
Managing Clerk. Good prospects for a man 
with initiative and adaptability Box 7826, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


VONVEYANCING Manager required by 

/’ West End Firm (Old-Estd.) to augment 
busy Dept. Suit newly admitted Solicitor with 
sufficient varied experience or un-admitted 
ambitious man to whom free Articles would be 
granted, if required. Salary in £1,250 range. 
Box 7827, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


a Sg Manager required by West End 
Firm (Old-Estd). to take charge of Dept. 
from Partner. Knowledge of Company work 
idvantage. Suit newly admitted Solicitor 
with sufficient qualifications or un-admitted 
ambitious man to whom free Articles would 
be granted, if required Salary in £1,250 range. 
Box 7828, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


\ TEST END Solicitors (Old-Estd.) inundated 

with Litigation require Assistant Solicitor. 
Suit newly admitted man of sufficient experi- 
ence and initiative or ambitious Managing 
Clerk with the right qualifications to whom 
free Articles would be granted. Salary in 
£1,250 range.—Box 7829, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Ovez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4, 





A SCOTTISH BANK 
has several vacancies in its 
TRUSTEE DEPARTMENT 


in London for staff to be engaged on 
[rust Administration work. 

Desired age group—25 to 30. 

Previous experience is desired but 
not essential. Salary will be in 
accordance with age and experience. 

Good conditions, pension and future 
prospects are offered to suitable 
applicants. 
giving full details of 
experience and previous employment 
to Box 7824, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Ovyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter 
Lane, E.C.4. 


Please write 














continued from p. xxiv 

ONVEYANCING Assistant required to 

assist Principals; City office; closed on 
Saturdays. Applicants’ present holiday arran- 
gements would be honoured. Good salary 
for experienced man. Good prospects. 
Box 7830, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 

UNIOR Cashier required by Solicitors in 

St. James’s. Neatness and accuracy 
desired. Good prospects. Five-day week. 
Pension scheme. Write stating age and 
salary required._Box 7784, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.CA. 


SSISTANT Cashier required to keep sets 

of books in Ilford and London branch 
offices of Romford solicitors. Some knowledge 
of Probate useful but not essential..-Write 
Box 7831, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


HERE is a vacancy in the Head Office 
Accident Department of an old established 
expanding non-tariff office in Manchester for a 


clerk in his early twenties who : 
(1) possesses Accident 
experience ; 


some (Non-Motor) 


(2) is studying for or has passed the examina- 
tion of the Chartered Insurance Institute. 
Annual payment for Chartered Insurance 
Institute qualification including part successes 
There is a non-contributory Pension Scheme 
in force and the prospects for advancement 
are extremely good. Holiday arrangements 
honoured..-Box 7832, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


Late eerie Several vacancies exist 
for the positions of Section Head and 
Senior Correspondent in the Head Office 
Claims Department of a non-tariff company. 
Salary in the region of £850. Generous 
A.C.L.1. and F.C.1.1., bonuses. Non-con- 
tributory Pension Scheme. Holiday arrange- 
ments honoured.—Box 7833,. Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ENIOR CONVEYANCER 

unadmitted) capable of working with 
little or no supervision and preferably 
experienced in estate development required 
by old established firm in South of England. 
Substantial and progressive salary, excellent 
working conditions ; pension and life assurance 
schemes, existing holiday arrangements 
honoured. Assistance with housing and 
removal expenses if necessary.—Particulars 
please to Box 7834, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


(admitted or 


ONVEYANCING Assistant required ; 

qualified or unqualified ; newly admitted 
solicitor would be considered; good salary 
for right man; pension scheme available ; 
five-day week; apply in writing to Messrs. 
Slater, Heelis & Co., 71 Princess Street, 
Manchester, 2. 

TEVENAGE Solicitors require young 

Assistant Solicitor. Prospects of a partner- 
ship ultimately for a suitable applicant. 
Apply Box 7835, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


IGAN.—Old-established practice require 

assistant, admitted or unadmitted ; good 
knowledge and experience Conveyancing, 
Probate and General Practice. Work with or 
without supervision. Write, stating age and 
experience.—Box 7821, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 





ATFORD 
Assistant 
more according 


Conveyancing and 
required. Salary 
to experience and ability. 
Good prospects Housing assistance if 
required 30x 7838, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


Probate 
£1,200 or 


ANK has vacancy for Young Man (about 23) 

in their Executor and Trustee Department, 
experienced or interested in that work. Non- 
contributory Pension Scale salary at 23, 
£545, Luncheon vouchers provided. Write 
stating age and experience to Box SJ.729, 
c/o Hanway House, Clark’s Place, E.C.2 


EQUIRED for West End Office of City 

Solicitors, young Solicitor to assist Partner 
dealing with Company, Commercial, Convey- 
ancing and other matters. Excellent prospects 
of partnership for right person._-Write Box 
7839, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


EWPORT (Mon.) Solicitors require Assistant 

for Litigation (admitted or unadmitted) 
Prospects for suitable applicant. Assistance 
with housing, etc., if required. Please state 
details of experience, etc.— Box 7840, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter 
Lane, E.C.4 


pet Solicitors require unadmitted Managing 
J Clerk with extensive experience in Company 
and Commercial Work. Excellent salary for 
the right man Box 7841, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 
SSISTANT Solicitor for Probate and Trust 
Work required by large Bedford Row 
Firm. Interesting and varied work. Write 
stating age, experience and salary required to 
Box 277, Reynell’s, 44 Chancery Lane, W.C.2 
OUNG Assistant Solicitor required by City 
firm. Fine prospects for the right man. 
Good all-round experience required. Inter- 
esting position. Salary up to /1,500.—Box 
7799, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ONVEYANCING Managing Clerk required 

by City solicitors in office in Croydon area. 
Salary £1,000 p.a. for the right man. Ideal 
working conditions. Friendly office.—Box 
7800, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


INDSOR, Berks.—_Medium-sized firm have 

vacancy for unadmitted conveyancing 
assistant. Pension scheme. Assistance with 
housing if desired. Pleasant offices. Youngish 
person with limited experience considered. 
Charles Coleman & Co., 20 Sheet Street, 
Windsor. 


HEFFIELD. 


Young solicitor required by 
sizeable firm 


for common law matters. 
Little advocacy, excellent progressive post 
with prospects.—Box 7802, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.A4. 


, ere NT Solicitor required by Blackpool 


firm for end of July. 
applicant requiring supervision would be 
considered.._Box 7803, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


Recently qualified 


SSISTANT Solicitor required by East 

Midlands City firm, advocacy and common 
law, partnership prospects. Write giving details 
of age, experience and salary required. 
Apply, Box 7819, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT—continued 


a & NICHOLLS of Gillingham, 
Dorset, owing to the death of a partner, 


require Assistant Solicitor with a view to 
partnership. Good prospects. Mainly con- 
veyancing. 

ONDON, N.W.1 Solicitor or unadmitted 


managing clerk required for general 
practice. Good progressive salary by arrange 
ment. Permanent position with good prospects 
for right applicant. Write with details of age 
and experience to Box 7804, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


Breams 


BLE, ambitious and energetic Solicitor aged 
between 30 and 40 required for expanding 
medium-sized London practice Proposed 
early appointment as salaried partner with 
prospects leading to profit sharing partnership 
without the necessity of capital. Appropriate 


commensurate salary Box 7808, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams_ Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 

EST END firm (off Grosvenor Square) 

requires Litigation Managing Clerk to 
run the Litigation Department of an old- 
established general practice, with minimum 
supervision Box 7756, Solicitors’ Journal, 


Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 
| EQUIRED by Surrey 


Redhill) Solicitors, 


Assistant Solicitor for County Court 
Department and to undertake advocacy. 
Newly admitted man _ considered.—Write 
Box 7769, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 


Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


") gpnaag gicenmrmes tp Manager (around /1,500 
p.a.) required by medium-size West End 


firm to take charge of department. Permanent 


and congenial position, varied work. Suit 
youngish man desiring better himself.— 
Box 7483, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 


Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


YROBATE managing clerk required (male 

or female) by South-East London Solicitors ; 
own office; minimum supervision or as 
required; Stenorette system; 3 weeks’ 
vacation; salary according to experience 
Box 7320, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
VOUTHEND-ON-SEA.— Assistant Solicitor 
WO required for expanding practice mainly 
conveyancing and probate. Opportunity for 
energetic young man. Prospects of partner- 
ship, salary by arrangement.—Write stating 
age and experience to Box 7116, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ORNCHURCH 

ancing assistant 
capable of working 
Salary by arrangement 
Journal, Oyez House, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


solicitors require 
(unadmitted). Must be 
without supervision. 
Box 7720, Solicitors’ 
Breams Buildings, 


convey- 


CAD, 2a 
Conve 


NWLADGATE & 
require young 
or without 


Pall Mall, S.W.1, 
yancer to work with 


supervision. Salary by arrange- 


ment according to experience. Holiday 
arrangements honoured. No Saturdays 
Pension scheme. Good prospects for suitable 
applicant. 

SSISTANT Solicitor required for general 

work ; able to work without supervision or 
with slight supervision; five-day week; 
salary by arrangement.—Write stating age 


and experience to Marcan & Dean, 20 Victoria 
Street, S.W.1 
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ADMITTED Solicitor required as from 
£% September, 1961, for busy office in N.W. 
London suburbs. Applicant should be willing 
to cope with both litigation and conveyancing, 
with accent on the former. Salary around 
£1,000 per annum and definite prospects of 
junior partnership after satisfactory trial 
period Box 7817, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


| preva mer pe Newly qualified Solicitor 
required as assistant in small . general 


Box 7348, 
House, Breams 


practice in busy market town. 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


YOLICITORS in Worcestershire health resort 

J have vacancies for young Conveyancing 
Clerk and young Litigation Clerk. Both posts 
offer good opportunities for energetic and 
ambitious men (or women) looking for pro- 
motion to Senior Clerkships. Competitive 
salaries depending on experience. House 
available to rent for married man.—-Box 7782, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


APPOINTMENTS WANTED 
Disbarred) Barrister 


(V' ILUNTARILY 
reading for Solicitors Final seeks 


congenial engagement (Consultant?) with 
high firm. Some capital available. 
Norfolk or Country preferred but not essential. 
Box 7493, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


‘ lass 


QOLICITOR (43) LL.B. of wide experience 
WO with substantial connection estate manage- 
ment 


£2,500 


and development seeks partnership 
j approx) London—Brighton.—Box 
7836, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Q )UTH AFRICAN Q.C. (aged 36) wishes to 
7 be articled in London. Salary required. 
Available for interview 26th June—14th July. 
Box 7837, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


S' )LICITORS'’ Clerk, twenty years’ experience 
Probate and Administration and general 
practice. London district or South preferred. 
30x 7842, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


PRACTICES AND PARTNERSHIPS 


Y' JUNG solicitor with own growing practice 
wishes to purchase small/medium size 
London practice from solicitor contemplating 
retirement in near future-—Box 7771, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


PREMISES, OFFICES, ETC. 


RIGHTON/HOVE, 101 Western Road, 

Hove, Sussex. Office to let on ground 
floor adjoining Estate Offices, rent {2 p.w. 
Telephone’ service if necessary.—Apply 
SHAWS, F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.I., ‘“* Estate 
House,” 85 Shaftesbury Avenue, W.1. 
Telephone Gerrard 5851. 


PROPERTY INVESTMENTS 


INVESTMENTS REQUIRED 


Ac enquiries in hand for good-class 
shop investments, blocks of flats, freehold 
ground rents and weekly investments of all 
types.—Details in confidence to Cowdrey, 
Phipps & Hollis, F.A.L.P.A., Investment 
Department, 140 Park Lane, Marble Arch, W.1. 
MAY fair 1329 (2 lines). 
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TRANSLATIONS 


EGAL DOCUMENTS and other miscella- 
neous matter (French, German and 
Italian) ; accurate rendering mailed day work 
received. 
H. Verney Clayton, M.C., 
THE Woodlands, Market Rasen, Lincs. 


THE HAMILITON TRANSLATION 
SERVICE, LTD 
c/o THE Soticirors’ JOURNAL, 
Ovez House, 
BREAMS BUILDINGS, 
FETTER Lane, E.C.4 
We specialise in the translation of all legal 
documents and correspondence from and into 
48 Languages 


MORTGAGES 


PLAY SAFE——PUT IT IN THE HANDS OF 


PETER G. HIRSCH & CO., LTD. 
8 BRUNSWICK PLACE, HOVE 
Tel. : 71398/9 
Sussex Leading Mortgage Brokers 
MORTGAGE ADVANCES AND BUILDING FINANCE 
UP TO 100 PER CENT. 
BRIDGING FINANCE 
House PURCHASE FROM 5} PER CENT. 
Second Mortgages Any amount 


MORTGAGES 


INVESTMENT PROPERTIES 


First-class mortgages and finance facilities 
available 


Investment Properties and Second Mortgages 
our Specialities 


LESLIE, MICHAEL & CO., LTD. 


ARCHER HOUSE 
ARCHER STREET, PICCADILLY 
w.l 
GER. 1402 and 3 


MORTGAGE FUNDS 


Wwe offer a specialised service re mortgage 
advances on Shop Properties, Factories 
and Houses over £10,000. Sums also available 
for Building and Industrial development.— 
MILLER SMITH AND PARTNERS, 139 Park 
Lane, W.1. Tel.: MAYfair 7081-4. 


NECOND Mortgage our speciality; /100- 
WO £1,000 available for Owner occupiers or for 
use as a deposit in house purchase. {2 6s. 8d. 
monthly repayment on each {100 borrowed 
Cranbrook Mortgage Bureau, Dept. C.F. 7, 
49 Cranbrook Road, Ilford 3615 (3 lines) 


BUILDING FINANCE 





BUILDING FINANCE 
AVAILABLE 


100 per cent of Building Cost up to 
6 per cent of Land Cost 
INTEREST OR PARTICIPATION 


Also conversion finance available 


LESLIE, MICHAEL & 
co., LTD. 


ARCHER HOUSE 
ARCHER STREET, PICCADILY 
w.l 
GER. 1402/3-2652 
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BUILDING FINANCE—continued 





PROPERTY FINANCE 


Short Term Bridging Finance 
available for 
Developments and Conversions 


Box 7629, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 











BUILDING LAND WANTED 


AND WANTED for housing. Home 

Counties. 2/50 acres. Agents retained 
and reinstructed. Planning applications and 
appeals undertaken.—_TRUE BOND HOMES, 
LTD., 342 Richmond Road, East Twickenham. 
(POP 6231). 


STRUCTURAL SURVEYORS 
SPENCER AND FASSETT 
Chartered Surveyors 
EXPERT STRUCTURAL SURVEYORS 


DETAILED INSPECTION MADE OF PROPERTIES 
FOR CLIENTS INTENDING TO PURCHASE AND 
STRUCTURAL SURVEY REPORTS SUBMITTED 


122 High Road, N.W.10. WIL. 5348 


FINANCIAL 





ABANDON DELAYS 


READY MADE 
COMPANIES 


(guaranteed ‘‘no trading’’) 


L202 02 O incase 


(over 200 in stock) 


By Return of Post to Country or 
delivery immediately in London. 
Free draft on application. 


LEWIS, COATES & LUCAS, LTD 


LAW STATIONERS 
6-9 Surrey Street, Strand, W.C,2 


TEMple Bar 6927 (4 lines) 
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SUBSTANTIAL FUNDS available 
as investment in acquiring businesses 
showing minimum £20,000 p.a. subject 
tax only. Management and profes- 
sional advisors retained. Replies in 
confidence to: Ref. 72 J. T., Gosschalk, 
Austin & Wheldon, Solicitors, 30 Silver 
Street, Hull. 

















A BARGAIN, £25 complete, brand new 
ready-made Co. Regns. Guaranteed no 
trading (England or Scotland); all trades 
available now, including Property Dealing ; 
Mining/Quarrying; Garages; Electrical ; 
Glass/China; Drapers ; Packers ; Plastics ; 
H.P. Finance ; Salvage ; Banking, Nominees : 
Secretarial; Stocks/Shares; Property; Invest- 
ments; Caravans, etc. (specially prepared for 
each trade). Write, phone or call (English 
Registrations) BUSINESS ECONOMY Co., 
Regns., Ltd. (Dept. 14), 156 Strand, London, 
W.C.2 (Tem. 8377/2294) ; (Scottish Registra- 
tions to 19 Walker Street, Edinburgh, 3, 
(Cal. 1167/9). Read “ Advantages of trading 
as a limited Company” (3/- post free). 
Ltd. Co. may save you |e tax. We 
also have seven days q . service 
with your own choice of name {21 (plus 
stamp duty). 





NAMEPLATES 


| gece oe in bronze, brass or plastics ; 
Rubber Stamps; Sketches and estimates 
free.—Austin Luce & Company, 19 College 
Road, Harrow, Middlesex. Tel: HATch 


E nd 6680. 


AMEPL ATES in n bronze, brass and plastic ; 

quotations and full size layout sent free ; 
signwriting a speciality.—Please send wording 
to Abbey Craftsmen, Ltd., Abbey Works, 
109a Old Street, London, E.C.l. Tel: 
CLE 3845. RF 


INFORMATION REQUIRED» 


Mr. JOHN FRANCIS WILLIAM MERCER, 
Deceased 

Will any Solicitor or other having knowledge 
of any Will made by the above-named, late 
of 86 Petty France, London, S.W.1, and 
formerly of Farnborough, who died on 
14th January, 1961, please communicate with 
Messrs. Kersey, Tempest & Latter, 15 Tower 
Street, Ipswich. 


PERSONAL 


AVIS OF PORT STREET, PICCADILLY, 

MANCHESTER, 1.—For fine furniture 
at manufacturers prices. Walk round our 
three large showrooms, which are open daily 
until6 p.m. (Wednesday and Saturday included). 
We are stockists of all the latest designs of 
furniture, carpets, mattresses, divans. 10-year 
guarantee. Also all domestic electrical equip- 
ment, etc. Special concession and credit 
facilities to members of the legal profession. 
Write to us for whatever you want—we can 
Ply. No other introduction required. 
CEN 0638. 


ARRINGTON & CO. LTD., offer to buy 

Jewellery, Silver and Gold items, both 
modern and antique. Highest prices given. 
Representative sent if requested. Valuations 
for probate, insurance, etc.—130 Regent 
Street, London, W.1. Tel. REG 3727. 


COMPLETIONS 
10/6 — £2:2:0 


TEL. 
CHAncery 7509 


WITTEN & CO. 
322 HIGH HOLBORN, W.C.| 














BOOKS AND PERIODICALS 


y bpm “ CORDEX ” SELF-BINDING CASE 

specially designed to contain issues of 
Tux’ So Soricitors’ JouRNAL is now available 
price 14s., post free. Capacity 26 issues and 
index. Issues easily inserted or removed.— 
The Solicitors’ Journal, House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 





ANTED—Second-hand law books in sets 

or parts, All England Law Keports, 
Halsbury’s Laws of England, Times Law 
Reports, etc.—Write: N. Iny, 1 Mount 
Stewart Avenue, Kenton, Harrow, Middlesex, 
or phone evenings WORdsworth 5190 


VALUATIONS 


— AND MODERN FURNITURE, 
Silver, Porcelain, Pictures, Books and all 
descriptions of Chattel Property VALUED 
FOR PROBATE, INSURANCE OR FAMILY 
DIVISION, or, if desired, included in specialised 
auction sales. Sales also arranged by tender 
or private treaty.—Phillips, Son & Neale, 
7 Blenheim Street, New Bond Street, W.1. 
Telephone No.: MAYfair 2424. Est 1796. 





TRADE VALUATIONS 
STOCKS & FIXTURES 
SALE OR PROBATE 


Extensive staff of expert valuers 
available at short notice 


ALL MAIN DISTRIBUTIVE 
TRADES 


ORRIDGE & CO. 


184 STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2 
Telephone: TEMple Bar 9212/3 and 6340 


Branch offices in Lancashire, Yorkshire, 
Hampshire, Glamorgan and 
Warwickshire 


Members of leading professional bodies 


VALUERS SINCE 1846 











EVERSIONS, LIFE POLICIES, ANNUI- 

TIES and UNQUOTED SHARES.— 
H. E. Foster and Cranfield, 6 Poultry, E.C.2, 
specialise in the valuation of these interests 
for probate purposes. Established 1843. 





Tapestries; Antique and Modern 
Oriental or European Carpets and Rugs 
valued for Insurance or Probate by 
internationally acknowledged connois- 
seurs and dealers established in London 
since 1907. Comprehensive reports and 
valuations can be augmented if desired 
by photography in colour. Yakoubian 
Bros, Ltd., 7 Milk Street, Cheapside, 
E.C.2. Tel.: Monarch 7255. 











INVESTMENTS WANTED 


50,000 cash 

other houses, ground 
comm. required. Any 
Agents: RAYNERS, 
S.W.11. (BAT 8686.) 


BINDING OF VOLUMES 


wh not have your issues of THe Soticitors’ 
Journat bound and preserve in permanent 
form those articles which are of lasting value 
to you? The Publishers can accept the 
issues for 1960 and earlier years for binding 
in Green or Brown, full cloth, titled on spine, 
at {1 13s. 6d. per volume, post free, or in Half 
Calf, titled on spine, at {2 8s. per volume, 
4 free. Issues should be addressed to 

e Binding Dept., The Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


available to buy weekly or 
rents, etc. No 
district.—Buyers’ 


205 Lavender Hill, 
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COSTS ee orwy TYPING including STENORETTE, | DETECTIVES 


PHILIPS and ALL TAPE TRAN- 























SCRIPTIONS, Copying, Engrossing, Abstract- | | Confdencial Porvonal Cass in Shee . Coie, Se 
ing. DUPLICATING pro forma letters, | § of Larceny, and Emb igated 
THE COSTS DEPARTMENT drafts, etc. COMPLETIONS attended.— | Financial tnd ‘oth other Commercial Enquiries wader. 
OF RUSHGROVE AGENCY, 563 Watford Way, | J “**- eS Saas een ¢ 
Stationery Society, Ltd., MISCELLANEOUS |] CHANCERY HOUSE, CHANCERY LANE, 
is available to the profession for the LD DEEDG. — Good yrioes given for old | 1 reagroms : B.-A e 
t ti f all parchment S$; any quantity accepted, 
pen Sep oe | large or small.—Please send full details to | HOLborn 0343- 4. 5 
BILLS OF COSTS H. Band & Co., Ltd., Brent Way, High Street, 
by expert draftsmen. Brentford, Middlesex. 


For full details apply The Manager, 
Costs Department, Oyez House, Breams 


seg te Capea LOVERS OF ANIMALS 


are asked to make a bequest to 























PRIVATE INQUIRIES | THE 
IVORCE and general inquiries undertaken 
throughout London, Surrey, Middlesex by z * 2 s 
our own staff. Evictions and distress warrants | 
executed. Certificated Bailiffs. Southern Patron: H.R.H. The DUCHESS OF KENT 
Provincial Investigations, 45 Brighton Road, Founded in 1917 by Mrs. M. E. DICKIN, C.B.E 
Surbiton, Surrey (Elmbridge 1032/4). Also at Hon. Treasurer: The Rt. Hon. LORD BRABAZON OF TARA, P.C., M.C. 
107 Hammersmith Road, London, W.14. 
THE ONLY SOCIETY ESTABLISHED EXCLUSIVELY FOR THE 
TYPING, ETC. FREE TREATMENT OF SICK ANIMALS WHOSE OWNERS 
i ged and Engrossments expertly typed, CANNOT AFFORD PRIVATE VETERINARY FEES 
hand engrossing, plans drawn or copied, 
multiple copying by special process, photo- Nearly 1,000,000 Cases Treated Annually 
copying; all expeditiously done in proper 
form and at moderate charges. On all copying THE PEOPLE’S DISPENSARY FOR SICK ANIMALS 
problems, consult the Copying Departments ; i i 
Of The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, P.D.S.A. House, Clifford Street, London, W.!. (Tel. REGent 6916) 
Ltd., Head Offices, Oyez House, Breams Incorporated by Special Act of Parliament 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 




















The only Society supporting 
missionary and relief work 


Please remember 


= 
in the lands of the Bible Ry ly be 
att 


S - 





CHURCH ARMY 





THE BIBLE LANDS 
MIssIoNs’ AID SOCIETY when occasion arises 


(founded by the 7th Earl of Shaftesbury with the Lord 


Kinnaird as its first Treasurer over 100 years ago) This Great Christian work through 


needs its many Evangelistic and Social 
. xu = - Activities has touched for the 
Legacies Subser iptions Donations better the lives of untold thousands. 
Missions receive grants : special funds 


The scope of the Society’s welfare 


are opened for victi ie ’ : 
P or victims of earthquake activity offers something of interest to 


and similar catastrophes in the lands of 


the Bible every person of good will. Mother 
. . = and Baby Homes, Old People, Young 
EN D oO W ME N TS People, Distressed Gentlewomen, 
can be made for children in Homes, Holiday Homes, Evangelism—these are 
Orphanages, Hospitals and Schools but a few. 
Information gladly supplied by the Hon. Secretary, 
230az COASTAL CHAMBERS, 172 BUCKINGHAM PALACE Enquiries should be addressed to : 
Roap, Lonpon, S.W.1 The Financial Organising Secretary, The Church Army, 
Chair . - - Rev. Dr. IRVONWY MORGAN, M.A. 
Bien. Foammrer - - Te Rev. DAVID S. T. IZZETT, M.A. P.O. Box 420, 55 Bryanston Street, London, W.1 
Patron, Rev. Da WESTON H. STEWART, C.B.E., D_D., Bishop in Jerusalem 
PROTESTANT - NON-DENOMINATIONAL 
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DESIGNED 
FOR 
TODAY 


new approach to NEW ILLUSTRATED BROCHURE 
NOW AVAILABLE 
office furniture 


SEND FOR YOUR COPY TODAY! 
designed for 


comfort and efficiency 


superb workmanship as 
The Solicitors’ Law 
P z Stationery Society, Ltd. 
flexible in use Head Office and Showroom 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings 
. F Fetter Lane, EC4 CHA 6855 
full range in choice Northern Showroom 
28/30 John Dalton Street 
of woods Manchester Deansgate 5694 


GOLDEN KEY office furniture from 


The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, Ltd. 


Please mention ‘‘ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL "” when replying to Advertisements 








XXX 


_ AUCTIONEERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS 


** The 
Friday, Jur 


Solicitors’ Journal ”’ 
1¢ 16, 1961 








HDS.  STILES aco. || 


CHARTERED SURVEYORS 
Cuaaterev Auctriongers & Estate Acsnts | 


10 KING’ 3 Rag oS WALK, TEMPLE, E.C.4 


entral 5356 
6 PAVILION BUILDINGS, BRIGHTON 
Brighton 23244 (4 limes) 
3 THE STEYNE, WORTHING 
Worthing 9192/3 








EST. 188! TEL. Mon 1464, Syd 660! 


| EASTMAN BROTHERS 
SURVEYORS and VALUERS 
ESTATE AGENTS 
Surveys and Valuations for all purposes 
Pians and Specifications 
Estace Management in all areas 


HALIFAX HOUSE, 62/64 MOORGATE, E.C.2 











Gerrard 5853-3963 


SHAWS 


UJ. H. W. Shaw, F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1., P.P.C.LA., F.V.1.) 
ESTATE MANAGERS, 
Estate House, 85 Shaftesbury Avenue. W.1 
Also at 
149/151 Dulwich Road, Herne Hill, S.E.24. BRixton 7866/7 
101 Western Road, Hove, 2, Sussex. Tel. 71231/2 


Established 1843 


GEORGE LOVEITT & SONS 


A. GREAVES, F.A.i. G. W. M. LOVEITT, A.R.1.C.S., FA). 
W. R. SPENCER, F.A.L.P.A A. R. POMFRET, F.A.1. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents 
Management of Town and Country Properties 
Inventories prepared Probate and Mortgage Valuations 
Rating Appeals and Compensation Claims 
29 Warwick Row, COVENTRY 


Telegrams : “ Presto” Telephone : 3081 /2/3/4 
NORMAN KINGSLEY & Co. 


Chartered Surveyors 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents 
Property Management, Surveys and Valuations 
Dilapidations, Plans, Specifications, etc 
69 BLANDFORD STREET, BAKER STREET. LONDON, 
Tel.: HUNrer 1325 





W.i 








FULLER HORSEY 
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AUCTIONEERS & VALUERS 
of PLANT, MACHINERY 
and FACTORIES 


Since 1807 





10 LLOYDS AVENUE 








SURVEYORS AND VALUERS | 


a 


WARD, SAUNDERS & CO. 
L. 8. Saunders, F.A.)., F.C.1.A. W.J. Allin, FALP.A, 
F.VA. Ww. J. Simms, F.A.L., FV 1. 
Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers 


SURVEYS, VALUATIONS, SALES, LETTINGS, 
MORTGAGES, REQUISITION CLAIMS, COM- 
PULSORY PURCHASE, DILAPIDATIONS, ETC. 


ESTATE MANAGEMENT SPECIALISTS 
Bankers: Lloyds Bank Ltd. Barclays Bank Led 
The Estate Offices 
298 and 299 Upper Street, London, N.! 


Telephones: CANonbury 2487-2488-2489 
Established over Half a Century 


WHEATER SMITH & A. T. SMITH 


PHILIP WHEATER SMITH, F.R.1.C.S 


| Chartered Surveyors, Land, 
Agents and Valuers 


LITTLE HORTON GREEN, BRADFORD 5 
Telephone : 20628 


MIDLAND COUNTIES 


WOODS & CO. 


(ESTABLISHED 1868) 
R. W. HARRIS, F.A.1., F.A.L.P.A. 


CHARTERED AUCTIONEERS AND ESTATE 
AGENTS, SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 
18 Castilian Street, Northampton 


| Telephone : 3300/1 
| eid at 203 WATLING STREET (WEST), TOWCESTER 
Telephone : 266 


| 
| 














Estate 





(EstasuisHep 1899) 


BE. A. SHAW & PARTNERS 


(C. M. SPAGNOLETTI, F.A.1. 
R. T. FITZSIMMONS, F.A.L) 
i 
| 


SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 


19 & 20 Bow Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2 
(Over Midland Bank) 


















Tel.: COVENT ee onbite lines) 

it EST. 1813 mi 
‘| DEBENHAM STORR| 
AND 
JOHNSON DYMOND | 
| LIMITED 


AUCTIONEERS AND VALUERS- 


| SPECIALISTS IN THE SALE OF ALL 

CLASSES OF PROPERTY 
|) Sales held in two spacious Auction Rooms | 
|), daily, one being reserved for es | 
jand plated ware, watches, etc.; the i 
) other for furniture, pictures, bronzes, works i 
lof art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, wearing |) 

apparel and personal effects 


| Valuations for Probate, Insurance and | 
other matters t 


} 













| 26 King Street, Garrick | 











oes teppei \MStreet, London, W.C. 2) 
TELEPHONE ROYAL 4861 Telephone : TEMple Bar 118! & 1182 
Rathbone a Telegrams Hono 5 on 
H. E.WINGFIELD & CO. aT 
= THE STAR & GARTER HOME 
BUYERS OI For Disabled Sailors, Soldiers and Airmen 


FINE STAMPS 


STAMPS VALUED 
FOR PROBATE AND 
VSURANCE PURPOSES 





Call, write or ‘phone 
Miss R. Titford or Mr. Michael at 


392 STRAN D. LON DON 


(OPPOSITE SAVOY HOTEL) 
: TEMpte | Ber 4136 


Printe< 
Agents 








jand publ 
The Unit 





straiasiz 





is. ¥ 





Published Weekly, 








PATRON - 


On average, nearly £30,000 is needed 

each year to meet the difference 

between known expenditure and 
dependable income. 

THE HOME, WHICH IS AN INDEPENDENT 

CHARITY, RELIES ON FURTHER LEGACIES 
TO FILL THIS GAP. 


Any additional information required is available from 
the Commandant ( Dept. S.J.) 


Star and Garter Home, Richmond, Surrey 


HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN 








| 





lephone : KENsington 14 
Supe? ESTATE, HARRODS, LONDON 


| HARRODS 


_ ESTATE OFFICES 


TOWN HOUSES AND FLATS 
COUNTRY HOUSES 
FARMS and AGRICULTURAL 
ESTATES 
REAL ESTATE INVESTMENTS 
Expert Valuers of 
Antiques, Pictures, China, Jewellery, 
Tapestries, etc., for Probate Transfer 
or Insurance. 


Furniture Auction Galleries 
KNIGHTSBRIDGE 5S.w.i 


HARRODS LTD. 


Auctioneers, Estate Agents & Valuers 


32, 34 & 36 Hans Crescent, 
KNIGHTSBRIDGE 
Branch Offices: WEST BYFLEET, HASLEMERE and 
BERKHAMSTED 











| 


| APPLY i 


| Salter, Rex & C 











ELLIS & SONS 


Established |877 
Estate Agents, Valuers and Property Auctioneers 
Partners 
1. S. ALLAN-SMITH, F.A.L.P.A 
GRAHAM E. ELLIS, F.A.1. 
1 Princess St., Albert Square, Manchester, 2 
Telephone : Blackfriars 4812 





* Covenant "’ 


cC. W. MAYNE 
(Established 1872) 
Chartered Surveyors and Valuers 
GUY MAYNE, F.R.LC.S. 
218 EARL’S COURT ROAD, 
LONDON, S.W.5 


Telephone Frobisher 0026 (2 lines) 


Telegrams 


Adjoining Station 


HOTELS AND RESTAURANTS 
HAMMERSLEY KENNEDY & CO. 


19 Hanover Square, London, W. | 
Telephone: MAYfair 6857 
have, since 1899, specialised in the sale and 
valuation of hotels and catering businesses to 
the exclusion of any other branch of esrate 
agency. The partners are members of the 
leading professional bodies. 














‘London and Home Counties 





SPECIALISTS FOR 100 YEARS 
VALUATIONS, SALES, 
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


311 KENTISH TOWN ROAD, a 
GUI liver 1085 (5 lines) 
24/7 HIGH HOLBORN, w.c.! 
acerca 4819 


REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


(Est. 1823) 


“EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 


SOCIETY LTD. (Est. 1835) 


The two Societies under the same 
management at 


19 COLEMAN STREET, LONDON, E.c.2 


Total Funds invested in the purchase of 
Reversions and Life Interests or 
Loans upon them : £2,000,000 


in 


The Law Costs for Loans are regulated by Scale 








very Society, Lrp., Ove 
+149 Adelaide Street W 
N.S.W India 


Friday, June 


z House 
est, Toronto. 
and Pakistan 


16, 1961 


Breams Buildings 
1, Canada 
N. M. Tripathi, Ltd 


Fetter Lane, London, E.C.4 Phot 
Australia and New Zealand The Law Book ¢ f 

164 Princess Street, Bombay 
Registered at the G.P.O. as a ne 


wspaper 





